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S1PTII—3—(ii) 

PART Ii—Section 3—Sulh^tkm fii) 


Statuimr Orders and Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(Other than the NBlnistry of Defence) 


M 16 2006 

^ 3ff. 1072. — 

1976 % 1?W7 10 % 

( 4 ) % 

^ dH c(i^ 4)4 wiR4J 80% ^ 

'<cf<§Ki StfiitjPdq 'S)<d1 % : 

^fiRT Jfil 

3m (-qf^), ■gwr 

45ld<g 

^ r g f ’q , iqhdT lalnquMi 

^iclR flfH 

^ftpjfm ^ %[3T 

«n?i 

r(^4 jjRiti ^d 

[U 12017/1/2004-f^] 
TF^ t%, (TRNrai) 


MINISTRY OF HOMEAFFAIRS 
New Delhi, the 16th March, 2006 

S.O 1072,—In pursuance ofsub-ruk; (4) of Rule 10 
of the Official L^guages (Use for Official Purposes of the 
Union) Rules, 1976, the Central Government hereby 
notifies the following offices of the Ministry of Home 
Affairs where the percentage of Hindi knowing staff has 
gone above 80% 1 

Bwder Security Force 

ADG (West), Hq. BSF, Chandigarh 

Sector Hq. BSF, Sriganganagar. 

Central Reserve Police Force 

Office of the Dy. Inspector General of Police, 

Greater Noida 

Central Reserve Police Force. 

Office of the Group Caitre, Greater Noida 

Central Reserve Police Force. 

[No. 120i7/l/2004-Hindi] 

RAJENDRA SINGH, Director :OL) 


740 G1/2006 
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(TniFrftwnT) 

() 

7 200 & 

01/2005-#.^, ( t. ) 

^.3ir. 1073« — filtl fimPT, 

•=1^ 1 1994 ^ 3Rf^RJ9Rr 1ET. 33/94- 

(^. 1) % #. ■ 5 . 1962 %'Q^ (^) tiRT 152 

^ Kft ^ IFIFT ftr 5R^T«n 1PE[ %, 

r>i(^ %, isnTT^’nr^^'TRff^iT^PR, 

t^RFT, HtRST fq^ 3?Tf^«b ^'tri "gRT 

^RT-uf^ WefFg® <fwif ^ RttRrT into % -^f, 

TI^ UW, 311^, TftRT 

ip^gRI #RI 3 TMwt, 1962^ RRT9%3F?rhT 
%3R ( 'TTOOTR 

[ M ^ ly () 1 i 3 /ci 4 r./d?tr 3f?/Q53 

3n^ 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

(OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS AND 
CENTRAL EXaSE) 

Rohtak, the 7th December, 2006 

No. 01/2005-CUSTOMS (N.T.) 

S.O. 1073.—In exercise of the powers delegated to 
undersigned vide Notification No. 33/1994-Cus. (NT), 
dated 1st July, 1994 by the Government of India, Ministry 
of Finance, Department of Revenue, New Delhi under 
clause (a) of Section 152 of the Customs Act, 1962,1, 
RAJENDRA PRAKASH, COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS 
CENTRAL EXCISE, ROHTAK hereby declare VILLAGE 
KHARAWAR, DISTRICT ROHTAK in the State of 
Haryana, to be a Warehousing Station under Section 9 of 
the Customs Act, 1962 for the limited purpose of setting 
up of 100% Export Oriented Unit, as approved by the 
Ministry of Commerce and Industry, Department of 
Commerce, Noida Special Economic Zone, Noida, U.P. 

[F. C. No. IV(HQ)113/rech./RTK/053 
RAJENDRA PRAKASH, Commissioner 
(%qfhnj?mst ^ ) 

^ 14 "Rl^, 2006 

airasKT 

1074.—31RRFT3?f«lfTO, 1961 (1961^43) 
10%!^ (23 R) (v) ^ y«rd ^ 


[Part II—SFC.3(ii)] 

“nf^TW aft ^gfisft^HiTWui iftsft ^ 

3?rer airanf y^rr loos aft ^gfnftanw 

■aRTfft V(R!« ^ 5 ^ aiTOWf^" ^ 

* ‘ W ) ^ 3ik ft ^ R? ^ 3TR1 

3?«pft5l WK 2005-2006 ft 2007-200f 

^ ftft ^ 3Tm ft 3TI?T % I 
■qft viiRrif); 

(i) ftT«n3Tqft3qR^^?^qiB3T«T^3Rft3nq^ 

^ "mm ■jMfi ''jjjfcRi ct« 

U yftRicf ft 3Trq 2002 % Rgft ftrr ’ 

^ Trift % ft 3Tf«Tqr ^ 

31^ ft) ft ^ ft ^ 

(ii) ft^^q^qRift^ltRq^ftftrm'^^ 

ft) 3rarfft % yRT 11 
(5) ft fttift) yqr 3iw^ft 3ft«ra?r tn 
cTftqft ft fft^ ?pW ft 3Tqft 

> 3ti^ % ^ ftftiRT fim a?5?f siRf 

3T5i^ftfft=T)qnfqft:?r'q^aiftTna^ 

3ft qpIT qftRI ; 

(iii) R?-3ftft?T^f^ftft) 3Trq%ftfttlft^q?! 

ft) iiFiTftW ft cTsn aftftefW ft 

■5T^ Tiqi ftp ftRT ^ THf^T 

% ^ RlftfW ^ ftft ^Plft^ % ftfty ft 

3T^ftfti§rr'3fftT^'q^'R§)^Fi; 

(iv) ft?8n3TRq^3Tf%jff5m, 1961% 

5 |qqt ^ r«i<if(wf) fqqr* 1 'd ft Wm RTtelft 

% qli)s(<rt ^Fftqr; 

(v) %) fftftrT ft ftWT 3rfrTftqd 3fft 

'JtTtIhl I 

RF 3rfiRj^%^ Tft*n %) 3 % ft 3iF7% qrqrqict) q?; 
ft) ^ f% % yi^«hci) "gRT f%ft) qrfV 3T8 t^ 

RT I ftWT %) RRlftRcn 3TW 3RR«n 3Tiq 3TPm 
arfft^PTR, 1961%^ftf %3T3RR'^liiqn^ftfft^f^ 
v5ITl”ll I 

[srf^ig^ft, 58/2006/^. ft. 197/69/2005-3?pm^.-l] 
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3(ii)] 

(CENTllAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES) 

New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 
(INCOM&^TAX) 

S,0, 1074.—In exercise of the powers inferred 
by the sub-clause (v) of Clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Govonment 
heieby notifies that any income received by any person 
on behalf of ^Maninagar Shree Swaminarayan Gadi 
Sansthan Shreeji Sankalp Murti Adya Acharya Pravar 
Dhannadhurandhar 1008 Shrl Muktajeevan Swamibapa 
Survarna Jayantl Mahotsav Smarak Trust, Ahmedabad” 
(hereinafter referred to as the 'Institution’) shall not be 
included in the total income of such person as assessable 
for the assessment years 2005-2006 to 2007-2008, 
subject to the following conditions namely;— 

(i) the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
onorafterthe 1st dayofApril,2002,die period 
of the accumulation of the amount exceeding 
fifteen per cent of its income shall in no case 
exceed five years; 

(ii) the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contribuitons 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period during 
the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organisation with similar 
objectives. 

This notification is applicable only to the recipients 
of incomeon behalf of the Institution and not to any other 


receipt or income of such recipients. Taxability, or, 
otherwise, of the income of the Institution would be 
separately considered as per the provisions of die Income- 
tax Act, 1961, * 

[Notification No. 58/2()06/F. No. 197/69/2005-rrA-l] 
DEEPAKGARG, Under Secy. 

■ 14Tn^, 2006 

1075 .—i96i( 1961^43) 
^ 10 (23^1) (v) SKI ^ 

■'iMi) lEURT "*1$ afpt fd-Mfcifiad TRff ^ 

sTWTtfhr ^ ffvfrar ^ 2002-2003 ^ 2004-2005 ^ % 

(i) 

•gf^ ^ aim 31^, 2002 

m m t, ^ ^ 

^ Ti% %^ ^ 

(ii) ^^^ 

( 5 ) ^ ^ 

3T«mT ^ ^ and) (^ 

3T^ ) ^ 3?«p^T 

■ 3 ^ ■SPTT 

(iii) 

3R ■m«lT % 3^9^ 

% ^ yTOf>mi 3^ 3«n ^ 

3?^ '4Tdl 

(iv) ^i?«Ti3n35m3rf^ftm, i96i%iim^ir^^ 

3m3) 3im 

^ _ ^ 

(v) 1w3 3ft srfhfmd afri 

4 tMH 31 ^ driM #133 3ft ^ ^ 

I 
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f*fr ^ 5 RT 3?«i^ 

^ I TTWT ^TT^Tim 3?*mT 3T^«n STR Tt 
aTR^ 1961 % %“'»! j'Mt< '(e'M ^ 

59/2006m Ti. 197/37/2004-aTPmf^.-I] 

New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 
(INO(MV1E-TAX) 

S.O. 1075.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (v) of Clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies that any income received by any person 
on b^alf of ^Raj a Charity Trust, Rajapalayam, Tamil 
Nadu** (hereinafter referred to as the * Institution’) shall 
not be included in the total income of such person as 
assessable for the assessment years 2002-2003 to 2004- 
2005, subject to the following conditions namely — 

(i) the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
on or after the 1st day of April, 2002, the period 
of the accumulation of the amount exceeding 
fifteen per cent of its income shall in no case 
exceed five years; 

(i$ the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, ftuniture etc.) for any period during 
the previous years relcvant.to die assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms ormodes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(ii9 this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organisation with similar 
objectives. 


This notification is applicable only to the recipients 
of income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt or income of such recipients. Taxability, or, 
otherwise, of the income of the Institution would be 
separately considered as per the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

[Notification No. 59/2006/F. No. 197/37/2004-ITA-I] 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 

^ 14 Tird, 2006 

(aiRRPT) 

1076.—1961 (1961 ^43) 
^qRriO%'^(23'ti)%^Prig^(v) gK I 94 ^ 

^ 'ITT, ^ 

“ sft ^ ^ “•riRT” 

^ ^ 2003-2004 ^ 2005-2006 ^ % 

5^mIci TphrtiT 

% fciy, 

vitg i 4?!? 

2002 %^%^f 

^ 11 ^ ^ rif t, sim % 

sRm ^ if rtfg ^ ^ ^ ^ 

(ii) 

^ ^ tiim 11 ^( 5 ) 

if 1^ 3 TgRT 1^4) ^ a?l8RT 

(^-'4c(ire<ld, 

3RT^ % if TIT^ ^ SrgriMtT 

^ f^) ^ ^ 

(iii) 

^ ^ IIRT ^ ^ 

% ^ ^ ^ ^nftsnt ii 

(iv) ^ 

3rint arf^i RrifH-i ^ 

% ; 

(v) IWT ^ if srfhrRd -^l^qi 3ftT 

Mr<4iHrd4 




[tiprn-«oy 3(ii)] 


VR?T ^ W?5r: Tjri 25, 2006/^ 4, 1928 
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^ ^ 3?lT ^ agpi % w 

^ ^ ft? ^ ^ firo 1 ^ ^ 3^ 

3Tra m I lEfwT 3?«raT 3Fq«n 3n^ 

3?pm3iftrfTm, 1961 
4ii^Mi I 

[aflftpg^lf, 60/2006m U 197/l0/2005-3imRft.-I] 

New Delhi, tfie 14th March, 2006 
(INOOME>'TA?Q 

S.O> 1076, —In exercise of the powers conferred 
by die sub-clause (v) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), theCentndGovanment 
hereby notifies that any income received by any person 
on behalf of **SlirM DattaDeosthan Trust, Ahmednasar*’ 
(hereinafter referred to as the ‘Institution*) shall not be 
included in the total income of such person as assessable 
for the assessment years 2003-2004 to 2005*2006, 
subject to the following conditions namely:— 

(0 the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
onoraiterdie Istdayof Aiml,2002,tbep^od 
of the accumulation of the amount exceeding 
fifteen per cent of its income shall in no case 
exceed five years; 

(tO the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture ete.) for any period during 
the previous years relevant to die ass^sment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of die forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(in) this notification will not i^ly in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
busineas, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with die provisions of die Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its siuplus and the assets will be 
given to an organisation with similar 
objectives. 


This notification is applicable only to the recipients 
of income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt or income of such recipients. Taxability, or, 
otherwise, of the income of the Institution would be 
separately considered as per the provisions of tlw Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

[Notification No. 60/2006/F. No. 197/ 10/2005-ITA-I] 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 
14Rrd, 2006 
(SiraSFT) 

gn: 3It 1077.—1961 (1961 ^ 
43 ) ^ 10 %^ ( 23 tt) %*3^^^ ( V) gill 

airoft airoft 

<ti5i *f*<i) ^ Mixi 31RI PiMiVinsin % 

3!W|^ ^ ^-2005-2006 ^ 2007-2008 % 

^ cT«n 

^ Stm 31^, 2002 % 

m t, ^ % 

Tlftr % ^ ^ 

(ii) 

^ ftnid vt sraft % «mT 11 ^ ■3WtT (5) 

■fif arerar 

(iW ^ ftft 

gnft % 3?RT cTqr 3?^^ 

3iWT ^ 1 ^) ^ ■'ifT arerar -3^ 

(iii) 

ft> ^ yiRd 

%lRt( tT*n 

'I 5 T TT^ ; 

(iv) 1TWI3n^^3d%lf^,1961 
% ^iRa^ «h^»H ; 
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«wf«f 

^ ^ ^ TRF % viwW SRT fsR# 3Wan 

arm ^\ iR«n ^ arerafr sRmi arr*! m sn^m 

3lft?fWT, 1961 % ■394tflf % 315m ■5«R) ^ ^ fjfgR 

^smrni 

61/2006/^.^. 197/130/2004-3nTOfH-I] 

New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 1077.—In exercise of the powers conterred 
by the sub-clause (v) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Actj 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies that any cinome received by any person 
on behalf of ^The Congregation of the Fransciscan 
Sisters of the Presentation of the Blessed Virgin Mary, 
Coimbatore” (hereinafter referred to as the ‘Institution’) 
shall not be included in the total income of such person as 
assessable for the assessment years 2005-2006 to 2007- 
2008, subject to the following conditions namely :— 

(i) the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
on or after the 1 st day of April, 2002, the pmod 
of the accumulation of the amount exceeding 
fifteen per cent of its income shall in no case 
exceed five years; 

(u) the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
Jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period during 
the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above otherwise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income beiifg profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business; 


[Part n—S ec. 3(u)] 

(iv) the Institution wjll regularly, file its return ot 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisknis of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its stilus and the assets will be 
given to an organisation with similar 
objectives. 

This notification is applicable only to the recipients 
of income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt or income of such recipients. Taxability, or, 
otherwise, of the income of the Institution would be 
separately considered as per the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

[Notification No. 6 i/2006/F. No. 197/130/2004-ITA-I] 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 

M 14 2006 

(3mra>r) 

1078.—i96i (i96i ^ 43 ) 
^ timi0%^(23ri)%^3tn^(v) SRTKrTTTfeTf^ 

* * ^ ‘ ‘ tm ’ ’ 

Sivqriril ^ ^-2005-2006 ^ 2007-2008 ^ % 

^ 3?lri ^ 3tFT % 

(i) ^T^3PT4t3TR^ ^ 

^ fPsir 

yfd^iM ^ ^ 31^, 2002 

•?n ^ 71^ t, 31FT % 

(ii) 

^ aRqfri%'^ tmi 11 ^ wiRi (5) 

3R|f^ % W<T 

(iii) 

w<T ^ 




2429 


W ^ TWW : 'tJFi 25, 2006/^ 4. 1928 


[^n—^3(ii)] 

^ ^ ^ ^ ■jnf^ 

% uwni4) 487^ tWT^ 

(iv) 

% 'W'W ^ll««1 ; 

(v) ^ ff nfWT xiM ^ 

^ 1!^ % w?i^ ?m ftnfft 

3IR I Tj^«1T ^ 4i7T^?II 3WaiT 3RWT 3TO aflPWT 

■sjnjmi 

62/2006mU 197/100/2005-3rFmt^-I] 

3Wi 

New Delhi, die I4th March, 2006 
(INCXRV1&TA30 

S.O. 1078.—In exercise of the powers ccmferred 
by die sub-clause (v) of clause (23C) of section 10 of the 
Income^ Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies diat any income received by any person 
on behalf of ^Shree Sarada Math, Dakshineswar, 
Kolkata’* (hereinafter referred to as the * Institution’) shall 
not be included in the total income of such person as 
assessable for the assessment years 2005-2006 to 2007- 
2008, subject to the following conditions namely:— 

(i) the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
cm or after the 1st day of April, 2002, die period 
of the accumulation of the amount exceeding 
fifteen per cent of its income shall in no case 
exceed five years; 

(ii) the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contributions 


business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
taxAct, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organisation with similar 
objectives. 

This notification is applicable only to du: recipients 
of income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt or income of such recipients. Taxability, or, 
odierweise, of the income of the Institution would be 
separately considered as per the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

[Notification No. 62/2006/F. No. 197/10a^005-ITA-I] 
DEEPAKGARG, Under Secy. 

14^,2006 

( 

^.3ir. 1079.—1961 (1961^43) 
^ wrr 10%'^ (23^) % dMtsrs (iv) SRI iWfi tnfifdPlf ^ 

** fkOT WT, ** ^ W '^) 

rHHPciryd virif%3Tt5WbT^ 
frefrrji ^-2005-2006 ^ 2007-2008 ^ 

^ wnei 'SiW 3TRI % "^1 ^ : 

^ 'smi\ .'ijjfdqi Ttm 

WIW ^ % tT«n TIPI^ ■5I1?T 1^1^ 'TO 

3lfv^ 31PT 3T&H, 2002 %^ 
31RT “nf %, 3irq% 

^■^*1 ^ tlfVl ^ ^ ^ ^c|IV 

Ml ^ ^ 3Tf^^ 


received and maintained in the form of 
jewelkry, furniture etc.) fi)r any period during 
the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above odier wise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 


(ii) 

^ Ml 3?ZTftiI % ^ tJRT 11 ^( 5 ) 
M PiPfRW RhM) I!.'* 3i*(e|l y.* ^ 

Piffe t (^- >3i°nrefid . 
37?fe % MIIRT tT*n 
3TWI f^) ^ 31*^ 
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(iii) 

"STt w ^ ^ ^ 

■5R ^ shkI^k "^iwi % 7^v4f ^ Tlrf^ 
% yRTPr^ ijt %'?T3w 

^<sn ; 

(iv) 1961 %3n^^n^%3?5^ 

3rFft ^ -JiN'+i'snfq^Rt 

(v) ^ ^ tM 3^ 

f' r* * ^ s* ^ - - ■ r f _« -■^ 

MtWnild^ 13*1H W*? ^ t ^ 

'»im,^il I 


^3Tfv^^%^'?iwi.^a!Tk^3rR%'yiqRicifTR 
^ ^ ^ W % UW4>d[ SRT inf^ 3T5fJ?T 

^ ■qr I ^ 4»TT^dT 3T«raT afFT«n 3rR -qr mm 
aifilfWT, 1961 
'*lm*ll I 

[3lfin3;gqTU 63/2006/9)I. U 197/112/200S-3TmRfT.-l3 

New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 1079.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (v) of clause (23C) of section 10 of die 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 if 1961), the Caitral Government 
hereby notifies that any income received by any person 
on behalf of *^Bhariya Vldya Bhawan, Mumbai’’ 
(hereinafter referred to as the ‘Institution’) shall not be 
included in the total income of such person as assessable 
for the assessment years 2005-2006 to 2007-2008, 
subject to the following conditions namely:— 

(i) the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
on or after the 1 st day of April, 2002, die period 
of the accumulation of the amount exceeding 
fifteen per cent of its income shall in no case 
exceed five years; 

(ii) the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contribuitons 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, fiimiture etc.) for any period during 


the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above other wise than in any 
one or more of the fbnns or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of section 11; 

(in) this notification will not ^ly in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account are 
maintained in reject of such business; 

(iv) die Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax audiority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Institution, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organisation with similar 
objectives. 

This notification is s^plicable only to the recipients 
of income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt or income of such recipients. Taxability, or, 
odierweise, of the income of the Institution would be 
separately considered as per die provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

[Notification No. 63/2006/F. No. 197/112/2005-ITA-I] 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 

14'*11^,2006 

^.arr. loso.—i96i (i96i ^43) 
^ t^Rn 0 % ( 2 3 7T) %(iv ) ^ ^ 

(1??% ^ “iqw” ^ ^) "^ arlt ^ ^ ^^ 31F? 
rHHfdr^d ^ ■3nf-2001-2002 ^ 

2003-2004 ^ ^ ^1^5^ 3irq ^ 

3frq % ^ h^7 ^ ; 

(i) arqRt arra^ sir^ 
^ -3^1^ ■'pta ?T8n 

^®TniqT ^ ^T«fT'3^1 ^'SIFT "q?;^ 

3lftRIcT ^ 3lftT^ mf 31^, 2002 %'qF^ 

3irqi^^ 3 ?ft% 
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^ 25, 2006/^ 4, 1928 


3rfV^^ 3^arf^^ 

f^ 3Rfaqil!^ gl-fl 

(u) ^ “*1^ 4^<id 

'ft a;mf^%^ «tRr 11 
■^f farf¥S5^ 1^5# 1^ sTsrar 1^ ^ 3Tf^ ^ 

«(!<♦?[ ^ sW^ft 

ttrHt ^ ^ -ft -gM ^ 

^ ^FT) ^ 1^ am ■# 

(iii) 

f% epI^T'klH ^ ftro ft«ft 3ftM^ ^ 
■^R fRi 1^ 4t|<i4(K ^ "SITP?! 

% yr^TpFf) ift 1RT ^ iPlft'ilK % ■^f 

<Hc4M "ft <^<ai hCF 'Jlltfl 1^ ; 

(iv) lftWTaiF?^<i{fl|Pj<^H, 1961 %HRyn't 

arrft aiF? f^«^i:oi) "ft cH Iftfmft 

(v) ^ -^f 3Tf!rft^ Tlf^ 3flT 

’MU^A^fdilT ^HH 'ftft'f ^ ft^ 

mftl 

^ 3ifv^^ ftm ^ aftr ^ 31R % yi'^«t><if ^ 

a ^ ^ w % Hi'fl^di Wf 3t«r! 

3IR ^\ ^ <h<it)^cii am afPWT attm amm 

aR^iPPR, 1961 % ^ ai^tiK ^ f^^R f^PR? 

'iH^MI 1 

64/2006m 197/128/2005-aRRmfT.-I] 

^M«h Ff, atRT 4ff^ 

Neiy Delhi, the I4th March, 2006 
(INCOME>-TA?Q 

S.O. 1080. —^In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), die Central Government 
hereby notifies that any income received by any person 
(mbdudfof **Iiihuid Waterways Authority of India, Noida 
(UP)” (hereinafter referred to as the ‘Institution’) shall not 
be included in the total income of such person as 
assessable for the assessment years 2001-2002 to 2003- 
2004, subject to die following conditions namely:— 

(0 the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 
exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case udtere more than 


fifteen per cent Of its income is accumulated 
on or afttSf the 1st day of April, 2002, the period 
of the accumulation of the amount exceeding 
fifteen per cent of its income shall in no case 
exceed five years; 

(ii) die Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contribuitons 
received and maintained in the form of 
jcweUery, furniture etc.) for any period during 

previous years relevant to the assessment 
yeafS mentioned above other wise than in any 
one or more of the fbnns or modes specified in 
sub-section (S) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
(he attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution Kid separate books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business; 

- (iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority, in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the 
Instituticm, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organisation with similar 
objectives. 

This notification is ^plicable only to the recipients 
of income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt or income of such recipients. Taxability, or 
otherwise, of the income of the Institution would be 
separately considered as per the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

[NotificaitonNo. 64/2006/F. No. 197/128/2005-ITA-I] 
DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 
14 2006 

( 31RRJT ) 

W.air. 1081.—3TRUR3rfvf^, 1961 (1961 ^43) 

io%iis (23 n) %ynds (v)^!?^?if«rqt^ 

* * ^ ^ ^ ” w n^T) ^ 3 tr 

^ ^^ aiR ^F#lft5RT ^ ^ frakw 

^-2005-2006 ^ 2007-2008 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3TR "if SIR ft> ^ : 

(i) ST'pft -SIRSTSRT ar'pft 31R 
?4^R<f T ^ ■3W 


740 GI/06—2 
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wnt ^ 1^ ^ 

^ 3T^^, 2002 % 

ar^ifV fWt Mt ^ ^ ^ 

(ii) ^ yrf^T^TCqf^ 

^ 'ft 3iqf^ % ^ tim 11 ^ ■mm (5) 

<>fif p T i^ ' Pf)^ T^awqiT;pi> ^ grf^^ 

TrfWf ^ TiW ^ ^ (^0-^ran^, 

'«?5’fffrT ^ tT«n 

3lWT ^ f^) ^ ^ 

(iii) 

#ft, ^ ^ W<T ^ 7f«JT ^ 

^ ^ ^ «t>l<l^<K TTWf % <i^5!4ll' '5[TP?T 

% Rrli^ ywPl^h ^ ?WI ■WR1<5[< % 

(iv) ^lwra^m'^a^f^f5T?m,i96i%3i^^ 
gTTft fiigK’ufi 
%^TO^Sfi3RT^rWt; 

(v) ^ ^ itm ^ 

'8(1^ wf^ ^'t ^ ^ 

v»in(*ft I 

^ 3TfV^-4HI ^TWT ^ sflT ^ STT? % TTJ^^crf VIK 
t ^ifW ^ ^ tTT? % SRT1^ ^ 3T«l^ 

3TPT -qri ^ y< i ^ ^ arw ar^mr arn? ^ 
aiftif^m, 1961 %7q3raf %'ai5?TR ^«mr ^ ^ 

I 

65/2006m. 197/114/2005-31Tq^f^.'I] 

^Iwn^, ai«R^rf^ 

New Delhi, the 14th March, 2006 
(INCCMVIE-TAX) 

S,0. 1081. —In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (v) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies that any income received by any person 
on be^f of ‘^Sundaram Charity, Chennai*^ (hereinafter 
referred to as the ‘Institution’) shall not be included in the 
total income of such person as assessable for the 
assessment years 2005-2006 to 2007-2008, subject to 
the following conditions namely:— 

(0 the Institution will apply its income, or 
accumulate for application, wholly and 


exclusively to the objects for which it is 
established and in a case where more than 
fifteen per cent of its income is accumulated 
on or after the 1 st day of Apri1,2002, the period 
of the accumulation of the amount exceeding 
fifteen per cent of its income shall in no case 
exceed five years; 

(ii) the Institution will not invest or deposit its 
fund (other than voluntary contribuitons 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period during 

the previous years relevant to the assessment * 

years mentioned above other wise than in any 
one or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of 
business, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
Institution and separate books of account are 
maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the Institution will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of ihe 
Institution, its surplus and the assets will be 
given to an organisation with similar 
objectives. 

This notification is applicabloouly to the recipients 
of income on behalf of the Institution and not to any other 
receipt or income of such recipients. Taxability, or 
otherweise, of the income of the Institution would be 
separately considered.as per the provisions of the Income- 
taxAct, 1961. 

[NotificaitonNo.65/2006/F.No. 197/114/2005-ITA-I] 

DEEPAK GARG, Under Secy. 

(^^nr wn) 

13^, 2006 

an. 1082 .—»m#i (sr^;^ 

1959 (l959^38)^«IRT26^'a^-MKl ( 2 ^) 

Mpdcl t|RT25^^-^(l )%T§n^ (nT5)^1T^ 

TfiRTriff ^ ^ ^ n 

^ ^3Tnfii|«NK% arwT^, ^ 





[vmn--Taoi3(U)] 
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^nWT 1IW VT mn® TW ^ wV 3?^ 1? 

w, ifi '(t '^, 

^ ' 4iP<fl t ^ ^ Tg: ^ 

^ arfirw ^ «T^ w ^ wr»T ^ 1^ 

[m, T^. 8/9/2002-ifta^t~I] 
■aft.i<t.ftnF, 3T«RTrt^ 

(Depirtiiient of Economic Alllrdn) 

(BANKING DIVISION) 

Nsw Delhi, die 13di March. 2006 
S.O. 1082.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (cb) of Sub-section (1) ofSection 25 read with Sub¬ 
section (2A) ofSection 26 of die State Bank of India 
(Subsidiary Banks) Act, 1959 (38 of 1959), the Central 
Qovemment, after consultation with the Reserve Bank of 
India, hereby nominates Shri M, Harshavardhan, Chairman, 
Associate Banks Officers' Association ; Unit State Bank 
of Hyderabad as Officer Employee Director on the Board 
of Directors of State Bank of Hyderabad for a period of 
three years from the dats of notification or until his 
successor is nominated or until he ceases to be an officer 
of State Bank of Hyderabad, pr until Eirther orders, 
whichever is earlier provided that he shall not hold office 
continuously for a period exceeding six years, 

[F.NO.8/9/2002-BO-I] 

G.B. SINGH, Under Secy. 

16^, 2006 

an. 1083, —'Pnftn ^ 

2002 (2002^ 

54)Tt^t vin2^3wn(l)%^^(’i) %Tq“T3rr5(iv) 
5RI tfiRwut ^ "SPhn "5^ nrsBH, ttn^vjSKi, 

[m n. 1/9/2005-^aTt-I] 

"Rt?, swi'nRw 

. New Delhi, the 16di March, 2006 

S.O. 1083.—In exercise ofthe powers conferred by 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (m) of sub-section (1) ofSection 2 
of the Securitisation and Reconstruction of Financial 
Assets and Enforcement of Security Interest Act, 2002 (54 


of2002), die Central Government hereby ^lecides the **Ind 
Bank'Housing Ltd,", a subsidiary of Indian Bank, as 
'financial institution' for die puiposes of die said Act. 

[F.No. 1/9/2005-BO-I] 
G.B. SINGH, Under Secy. 

■llfR??#, 16 2006 

W.W. 1084.-'?I^h?y8tV(Trdt?t^R#i^3^ 
1970%Bfl3%VT-Xtl(l)%Tim^,lNwlft 
aiRiPrim, 1970^*^19 

ifit 3 % id¥ (TT) ^ 3rdtn ^ 

-mm, aft ^ fmi^, 

wft RtVPT, ftp, ^ ^ 

iit^irvm^TI«^3Tn9n3?T^^T!waftT^^ 

Fn*T ^ it» Rw ^ 

[m 9/18/2000-^ah-i] 

ift.iit.Rif, 

New Delhi, the 16th March, 2006 

S.O. 1084.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (c) of sub-section (3) of Section 9 of the Banking 
Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) 
Act, 1970, read with sub-clause (1) of clause 3 of the 
Nationalised Banks (Management and Miscellaneous 
Provisions) Scheme, 1970 the Central Government, hereby 
nominates ShriN.S, Vishwanadup, Chief General Manager. 
Urban Banks Department, Rese; ,e Bank of India, Central 
Office, Mumbai as Director of Punjab and Sind Bank vice 
Shri S.C. Agarwal, with immed r te effect and until further 
orders. 

[F.NO.9/18/2000-BO-1] 
G. B. SINGH, Under Secy. 

^ 16^. 2006 

. w.an. 1085.— H i 4) (TwtirTigl 
%RT, 1970 % 3 % 3^-Tg^ (1) % ^^1 -qfef, 8f4)4>Kl 

(fWif^3T3fsfT^ 3T?PTTI) aiRlfn^H, 1970^ VRT9 
^Tq-tnri3(^) sttr (3^) 

Ti?Ri 5 [(o, sit Rmiirit 

R 304, m, ^ w >41^*41, fl3?r R nfs - qR % it#, 
^ aiR<tj5’ii RT# niOo # ^ 

3TSlfq % aisim "3^ WT TTT ^ 

“it it'qf^ft, %it#i aivi+inHib, 

^ R ’llfqq oRft I 

tR"^. 9/47/2005-it3it-l] 

■^ft.it. Rif, 31^ 












New Delhi, the 16th March, 2006 

S.O. 1085.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section 3(h) and (3-A) of Section 9 of the Banking 
Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) 
Act, 1970 read with sub-clause (1) of clause 3 of the 
Nationalised Banks (Management and Miscellaneous 
Provisions) Scheme, 1970, the Central Government hweby 
nominates Shri Vinay Kumar Sorake, resident of Flat No , 
304, Illrd Floor, Sai Radha Residency, Behaid Hotel Kidiyar, 
Udupi, Karnataka, as part-time non-official director on the 
Board of Syndicate Bank for a period of three years from 
the date of notification or until his successor is nominated, 
whichever is earlier. 

[F.Np.9/47/2005-Bai] 
__ G.B.SDSrOH, Under gcey, 

( qsim fastPT ) 

1 ^, 9 2006 

^.3iT. 1086. 

%f^ipfm) 1^, 1976%1^101F^- 

(4 ) % % 3f?T% 3TT^ 

3^ '5f««n -WWd 

% 6, ^ ftsRT 

80 3jfiTt?RT ^ ^ IMt ^ 

<+i|4r|^ WT 3ir<T ^ t, ^ % I 

[•4. 7(2)/2005-^,a(T.3 

MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS AND 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 

(Department of Information Technoli^) 

New Delhi, the 9th March, 2006 

S.O. 1086.—In pursuance of sub-rule (4) of the 
Rule 10 of the Official Language (use for official purposes 
of the Union) Rules, 1976, the Central Government hereby 
notifies the Software Technology Parks of India, an 
autonomous society of the Department of Information 
Technology, located at Electronics Niketan, 6, CGO 
Complex, New Delhi, more than 80% staff whereof have 
acquired the working knowledge of Hindi. 

[No.7(2)/2005-H.S,] 

B.B. BAHL, Jt. Director 

RsllHy 

Ptcnl, 6 RT^, 2006 

• ■^,311. 1087. ^ W TTSWiqi (-4^% 

u%srff%f^3nJln)f^, i976%f^io%'3^-'Pm(4) 


% if 37ftF ’JSriW cT?!! 

<hR 4li hH ^ felt % 
4»l4lri4t ^, f^H^SO ^lPdyR l 
% W{ ^ t, 

: 

«n~P4cri<i, 

205, ^4. 11, 

R.)-174402 

^ ^4)77*? 4'3j 4)^, 3)^4) 4l5cl, 

f^(lF. R. ).-260051 

11p17/2/2006-f^] 

MINISTRY OF POWER 

New Delhi, the 6th March, 2006 

S.O, 1087—In pursuance pf sub-rul^ (4) of Rule 10 
of the Official Language (uSP fpr official purposes of the 
Union) Rules, 1976, the Central Government fici^by notifies 
the following offices under the administrative control of 
Powergrid Corporation of India Ltd., Gurgaon and 
Rural Electrification Corporation, New Delhi, the staff 
whereof have acquired 80% working knowledge of 
Hindi; 

1. Powergrid Coippi^tion ofIndwl^td., 
Transmission Line OfJipe, 

House No. 205, Ward No. 11, 

Sunder Nagar (H.P.)-174402 

2. Powergrid Corporation of India Ltd., 

Power Pooling Station, Panarsa, 

C/o Near Shri EWianiram Thakur 
DaV Schop} Mauhal, 

Distt.-KuUu(H.P.).260Q§l 

3. Rural Electrification Corporation Ltd., 

Project Office, 0-5,4th Floor, 

S^hally^m Con^lex, Palayam, 
Thinivanwdi^uram 

[No. U017/2/2OO6-Hindi] 
HARISH CHANDRA, Jt. Secy. 



I 
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TSTir sfir f4i44iPi% 

(yn i t y i^t w ^fiwpT) 

1 2006 

W.W. 1088.— 

^ tt^ -fif ttei ^ M 3cnffH ^) w aftt Tin tir^ aifVPm, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) (T«n w Tm -qn^ 
(ifelf ^ f^qq, 1987 % % 315^ t sftt 1?q qR q?t 11^ trinWK TI%T qit 3?qfq Tf 'ft ^ Tfef 

q«nsftn sftt fsrf^ fti 4»i^<w %m 

m: 3Tqftj??ftqqT^ ■3^3flf%ft^qftim!36^^-qm (7) sftt (8) fiKI «r*W<<Y^ y'4)*l +<(^ 

Tarver Pqwm ^ 32 , q. 88/^ 3 tprtr % ■?iw, ^wn^-scoos 5 v<\ 

fqf^ “^-^-qrtT” ^igw%3tq^'^i3f^,qr4rihW^ ^Vl1^ (qr4ftF^)%Tft5R^. f5m%#5qqqiq‘*tq^ t 
. (f^ wrci^qqtt qfeR ^ qqr t) sftrf^ sfT^qt^f^snfiTq ^/09/2005/4i7 sr^qt^ 

qqm-qq 3ftT y^hiH^m q^rcft \ 



qeRiqjf^^ ■^q^if^pTqntqjfRTjq^ftq ('^qfq;^)ft‘ifqefft3ifqq)riq?iiqcnioooinq%iiqqft’3ifqqj(Tqtqif^Tq'^ 

40 Hi<3^ qfft fq*R % I qir q?ftq iranr % qTqR "^[iq, ’q)qt, qqqr, qjr^, 3(?qR, % f^ ftqR qft 

q^ % I qq^FT^ 230 qlcx 50 HcmciflT qRT qqiq qi[ ®ht4 qvRff % I 

^^rfrqq 'Sftftftqff q?ftq qft qnH'jft fti ^ Ttq>ft fti f^qiftRqq 'ft tq>qT ^nqqr 1 

5ftT q^q^R qqq srfqfqqq qft mq 36 qft ^-qni (12) ^ TRq 5«Pw4f ^ TT^rqqqft ^ m 
t % qqq qfsR % 3i^q)<4 % i^q qqiq-qq % "3^ fqfqqidi ^ 4 % 'S^qrr aftr *3# qwfi) ^ 

TftsR fqqW qq]f, ftfSrfftqq# jjlJRT1 ^^SHCmw Mm q#T 'ft ?ITfqq-#ft 

f^iqqft 3ft%{qi<1H ^RRT10 TTiq ^ 1 Tliq 3Tqqi qm "cRj ^ % I 

5a^qR-21 (332 )/2004] 

qt. qiq twq 
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MINISTRY OF CON8U^O:R AFFAmS, FOOD AND PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 
^Department of Coniumer Affalri) 


New Delhi, the lit March, 2006 


S.Oi 1088.—Whereas the Central Government, aRer considering the report submitted to it .by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfled that ths model described in the said report (Ses the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Mpdeli) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and !o render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, In exsreise of the powers conferred by iub*seotion8 (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Aot, the Central Government hereby liiues and publishes ths sertificate of approval of the Model of automatic 
filling machine (Cup Filler) with digital indication of ’‘TP-Cup” series with,brand name “Techno-Pack^ (herein referred 
to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Aster Techno Pack Systems Private Limited, #0-32, Ushodaya Towers, 
Plot No. 88/A, Beside ODR Hospital, Shapumagar, Hydsrabad-300 OS3 and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/2005/417; 



The laid model la an automatla filling machine (Cup Filler). Its maximum capacity is lOOOg. It has a maximum 
fill rate of 40 pouchei per minute. The machine is designed for filling of free flowing products like tea, sugar, salt, 
coffoe, grains, suzl, etc. The Instrument operates on 230 Voiti, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-iectton (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Povemmant hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the automatic filiing 
maohino of aimilar make, accuracy and performance of the same series with the maximum capacity in the range of lOg. 
to 1 k«, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same 
materiala with wHicbt approved model has been manufactured, 

[F.No, WM-21(332)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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2006/<hT4, 1926 
1 iTHf, 2006 

^^1 iifSmiffiw ^ W() inz stir ttr srftjftim, i976 (i976 ^ 60) tot^ T^ni>nfi 

1987 % % arj^K^rtattr ITT Tift ^HTTOTtt^TOnr 3Ti?m Tift ar^ 

^Tunlfli aftr MRfVMRiiit tojtw ^ ir^ vrm t^ht; 

«m:, aro TTOH^ TOT! aqfVf*niTT Tfft TTO 36 Tfft TO-TTO (7) aftr (8) BTTT TOn TTfWf IT 

T^rei % ftiwm 3Tlfft^ ftiMt, ^ 32, Tnftro ^rorf, mz 88/^ ifhitafTTT arwAiw % TTr^r, TTigr^, troriT^-soooss 5m 

t (t^fl7<f|TR%T;!r^TO8TfflWTO arflTl^ ai^Jtat^ amf T?5 ■|ft/09/2005/416 TTTTjftf^tW 
afT^fft^ TT^-TO ^ aiftr TOTT^ 



TOir^teTT^-wtiiRHfl PbWMMvftH (f^TR^teR) t i^TT^ airf^T^TTO a[ni?iT loooirot i^roft arf^cfi^iT fV)fcriJi ^ 

40 W^'Srfftf^TTZt SRTF^TOUT'fti 3TO?T, 'sft, '^THWfd, HIFSiRh 5r«T(f< »Rft%1^fNR 

230 ^ 3ftt 501?^ fl^<T T «tff f^3T^ ^ ^ WT11 

♦cipM'i % tjRwi % '9iRiR«in H^ffli Tsft^rft % Rm t(lci4^ Ml RtiMi 'Jin<Mi I 

sftr %5jftTT TTOiTT ^ 3!f%|f5RT*T ^ «TR! 36 ^ Tq-^TRf (12) Wf TfRW'Mf ^ TI«ftTT ^ ^ MTTO ^Rtft 

t1^‘3TT?TMteT1%aq3*ft^%^3TTTO-^ %a|TTMTT'3Mtt%(Wm?TR^to=^ •jMt Tmrat 

^t^rqfq! f^TOT w t, fiiPiffifl totMtti aftt^rr M qi gn mft mi ' R ifi Ml 

M^ftf^rroftaflftwTTOim lo^T^ i ^>#TmT3mT wa^ Ri^rTTOrtflti 


[^. M. :S--i^-!^-21(332)/2004] 

Ml. T^. ^NJiii^ra, RN fw 
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New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1089. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (seethe figure given below) is in conformity with ihe 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of automatic 
filling machine (Piston Filler) with digital indication of “TP-Viscous” series with brand name “Techno-Pack” (herein 
referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Aster Techno Pack Systems Private Limited, #G-32, Ushodaya 
Towers, Plot No, 88/A, Beside GDR Hospital, Shapumagar, Hyderabad-500 055 and which is assigned the approval 
ma#kIND/09/2005/416; 



The said model is an automatic filling machine (Piston Filler). Its maximum capacity is lOOOg. It has a maximum 
fill rate of 40 pouches per minute. The machine is designed for filling of non-free flowing liquid products like vegetable 
oils, ghee, vanaspathi, margarine, etc. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the automatic filling 
machine of similar make, accuracy and performance of the same series with the maximum capacity in the range of lOg 
to I kg or equivalent volume manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design 
and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(332)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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MTsa.Hff Rb^ll ff4! t, ftWff ^ sj^Rff ^ #r, HHRjffr 3fll Hfffiqipn ^ fff#n7 tt#T ^ WlPH^ 
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New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1090.—^Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of automatic 
filling machine (Gravity Filler) with digital indication of “TP-Free Flow’ ’ series with brand name “Techno-Pack” (herein 
referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Aster Techno Pack Systems Private Limited, #G-32, Ushodaya 
Towers, Plot No, 8 8/A, Beside GDR Hospital, Shapumagar, Hyderabad-500 055 and which is assigned the approval 
mark IND/09/05/418; 



The said model is a time based automatic filling machine (Gravity Filler). Its maximum capacity, is lOOOg. It 
has a maximum fill rate of 45 pouches per minute. The machine is designed for filling of free flowing liquid products 
like water, milk, arrack, blue etc. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opeliing of the machine 
for fiaudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the automatice filling 
machine of similar make, accuracy and performance of the same series with the maximum capacity in the range of lOg 
to 1kg or equivalent volume manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design 
and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(332)/2004] 
P. A. KRlSHNAMOCflR-THY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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I^F^n w t, imrn-Tni ^ sik wfw t i 
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[Tn. ^^1^R-21(358)/2005] 

Tft. \ ^i ” ii ijra , fgffinr-Rn f^rsTB 
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New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1091,—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submittSd to it by the 
prescribed authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in 
conformity with the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards 
of Weights and Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy 
over periods of sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of ‘‘Ex-KI/’ series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class- 
ill) and with brand name “EXCON” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Excon 
Instruments, Plot No. 87, Near Radhika Theater, Anupuram, ECIL-Post, Hyderabad, Andhra Pradesh and which is 
assigned the approval mark IND/()9/2006/123; 

The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) 
with a maximum capacity of 1,000 kg. and minimum capacity of 4 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 200 g. It has 
a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. It has facility for converting mass to volume (kg. to 
litre conversion.) The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates ftr.: weighing results. The instrument operates on 
230V, 50Hz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be don^ to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and Model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 



Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg. and up to 
5000 kg with verfication scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5 g. or more and with ‘e* value 
of lxl0\ 2xl0‘‘or 5xl0‘, where k is a positive or negative whole numbe/ or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(358)72005] 
P, A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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* New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1092.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in confomiity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confened by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of nrm-automalic 
weighing instrument (Crane type) with digital indication of '‘LGC-DR’’ scrips of medium accuracy (accuracy class- 
ill) and with brand name “ELECTRO-INDIA’ ’ (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. L. G. Electro 
Industries, Plot No. 107, Vasantadada Industrial Area. Sangali-416 416, Maharashtra and which is assigned the 
approv al marie IND/09/2006/127; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Crane type) with 
a maximum capacity of 1000kg and minimum capacity of 2kg. The verification scale interval (e) is lOOg. up to 500kg. 
and 200g. above 500kg. and up to 1000kg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. It 
has facility for converting mass to volume (kg to litre conversion.). The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates 
the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230V, 50Hz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 



Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Govenunent hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50kg. and up to 
5000 kg. with veritication scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value 
of !>< 10‘‘, 2’< 10‘‘or 5x 10‘‘, ‘k’ being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manuiactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(359)/20051 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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'^. Ti,. ^Twinj^, Pi^vidv, Tm f^rm 
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New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1093.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Antral Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-ill) of series 
“SET” and with brand name “SEIGNOR” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Seignor 
Industries, Raviwar Peth, Madhavnagar-416 410, and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2006/126; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based dual range non-automatic weighing instrument 
(Table top type) with a niaximum capacity of 12kg and minimum capacity of 20g. The verification scale interval (e) is 
Ig. up to 6kg and 2g. above 6kg and up to X2kg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare 
effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230Volts, SOHertz 
alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working |mnciple etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg. with 
verfication scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg to 2g and with verfication scale 
interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of IxlO*", 2xl0*‘ or SxlO**, where 
‘k’ is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials, with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 

[F, No. WM-21(360)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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f t^F a4?f a**jift?'-7%i?T tr4n>r-tm%3?rt 3?ft f%iMcti''^i 3?ft(^raw, % a»5?4?aft?'3?ft ?n4ift^, 

344 afspftf^ WiftH fftmr 44T t, Wlfft4 3?ft ift WSm ^ ‘ 4>T4 m I »H % ^I5?R 3W^ »ft ^ 
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[44. R. ’5i?^T?4-21(361 )/2C05] 
4 1? 'fwiiilRj, f4^?F^, f4flicF4T4ftRIH 
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New Delhi, the Ist March, 2006 

8 . 0 . 1094 .—^Whereas die CentriU Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see t^^figure given below) is in cbnftmnity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Wei^ts and Measures Act, 1976 (^'of 1976) and die Standards of Wei^ts and 
Measures (^nnoval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefcMre, in mtercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Govenunent hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the modal of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of high accuracy (Accuracy class-Il) of series *‘VIP- 
JW’* and with brand name “RELIANCE” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufisctured by M/s. Videocon 
Precision Systems, Plot No. 594, Raviwar Peth, Madhavnagar-416 406 and which is assigned die qiproval mark 
INlM)9/2006/129; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based dual range non-automatic weighing instrument (Table 
top type) with a maximum capacity of 121%. and minimum capacity of 25g. The verification scale interval (e) is O.Sg. 
up to 6kg. and Ig. above 6kg. and up to 12kg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. 
The Li^t Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230Volts, SOHertz 
alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
woiking princ^le eto. 

Furthw, in exercise of die powers conferred by ^b-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and pmfttfniance of same series with maximum c^iacity up to SOkg. with 
verfication scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of Img. to 50mg. and with verfication scale 
interval (n) in the range of5000 to 50,000 ftu’ *e’ value of lOOmg. or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10'‘, 2x I0'‘(»r 5x10^, 
where k is a positive or negative udiole number or etpial to zero manufiictured by the same manufiicturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufsctured. 

[F. No. WM-21(361)/2005] 
P. A, KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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mjm. lOM^— 

t % 7m 4 TifSfs (4^ ^ ^ Wiffit ^) ^ ^ i976 (1976 ^ 60) mr w sfk 

1W1BW? i987%^qiWf%0?3F:<ft 

tt vn iffwi ^Wi<gr afk Wir MRftqRnir ^ yigw ^ wt Tim T^t 

3W;, 4« W0i » 4, w afftiftpw ^ ^ 36 ^ •gWTT (7) afk-ywm (8) m a^ Ti fiP w 4f 

fiiWH, 594, ■<RWK 'fid, HWfl'f<H-'416 406 BRI RiPiffifl HURTimifcn vl (4*04(1144-ni)lR^ 

**Umim** wm^iw *0€« 4!fT wt) g<k f4f 3*4 1 ^ 4 4>/09/2006/130 ftl>4 l 

^ t, «I54>44 W0-40-an^ 41 k 4^ 



a*M4r4ci l^Ki4^iranK^*fRl^0n*nRO49K4q||^<| (jlW4 4W<*I (%15!4^r 5W!!K) 11 IRWit 3lftWRR afRW 

12 ils.Tir. t 0 mm 20 m t» ijpto hnmw stvor (4) 6 ftnflhiRlRr 1 hr afk 6 aftK 12 

?ry 2 HR 11IRf 3H44^(R t Wf g fflIW «I»«HIW4» Hlftff 11 * 1*1 f ITWTO 4W44> 0 l *i t 0 

(H?44^)HH4HfeR 4M4Wc1 4»<ffl t >230 4Rg atfkSOHRWtf MW l^p 9414 HKHiT4HSKHT11 

12*P&R *4te ^ #51 % atffilftw Rfftsr 4^ 4R2^ «WfT(f % ftWK ^ ^ % ft!*5 *0 iftRHH fiFHF ^mKnr 

4frK4feR#’3H%HfR#, H«n#n, l^ranrr, #%EHT4HR, I 

#K %#H KR4nK ^ #^Pl4H # 4RT 36 # ^4HRI (12) ?RT TO #*Rl4f W HiJlH H# JR H0 4l*IR 4>K?ft 
t TOHfeR%3l3*iHR4i^ ■JRR-’W^aiRfer ^ so 4Kj) [^400, f04i;H % 0IJUK #< <1# HR# f^R# 

TO HIT niPwl«l fil»4l HR t, fi<P»Pi<l <jTO %4^ # 4^, HRgftlF # K 4>>4MW4 % H^ Wi 4>W< qi # ift # 

100liT.HL ^ 2HI. %**4*^TO%ftlR 100^ 10,000H4>#^If R 4 I M4 4 I M4M aWTOR (IR) 301 5H!. R-ai# 3|fiWf%**4'* 
TO%1NR500^ 10,000TO40^4TOPR TOTO 3(Rm (1^) SOiTOitHRTO# 3lfTO(R TOTH#f 301**4’* 
TO 1 X 10^, 2 X 10** Hr 5 X 10**, % f, # TOTO HT TORTO ^piNr HnjfH % IRg^ f I 

[m If. •TO^TIH-21 (361 )/2005 ] 
#. \ J»»ll<tffi, f#TO, TO filTO 
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New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1095.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) of scries 
“VIP-TS” and with brand name “RELIANCE” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manu&ctured by M/s. 
Videocon Precision Systems, Plot No. 594, Raviwar Peth, Madhavnagar’416 406 and which is assigned the approval 
mark IND/09/2006/130; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based dual range non-automatic weighing instrument 
(Table top type) with a maximum capacity of 12kg and minimrun capacity of 20g. The verification scale interval (e) 
is 1 g. up to 6kg. and 2g. above 6kg. and up to 12kg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare 
effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230Volts, SOHertz 
alternative current power supph'. • 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that diis certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accurate and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg. with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg. to 2g. and with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of 1^10^, 2^ 10*‘or 5^ 10*‘, where 
k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with 
the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(361)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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lRT.3rr. 1096.—^R?FR Sm-3^ 3Rg?T ^ 

t fti ^ Mi ^ flfSm (^ ^ smpfTT ^) ^ aftr ^ir? i976 (1976 w 6o) wt w sftr 

^Tipwr (tffwff ^ t^, 1987 t 3frr ^ ^ itvttit 11^ cT^rrarc ^ 

ift *PRT W«fm 'mfl tM sftr ^ ^ ^TT^n tH; 

am:, am ^ ^ «jri 36 ^ 'a'T^im (7) aftt awTi(8) Bm y<v* ^flRw4T^imrn^iT^ 

|i|ft4t*bT4 BlRl^W ftiWH, 594, mimT»R-416 406?RI Pa i Wt l iTlsaWyf (^W?«feir ^-III) ^ 

anf^11^” f^ra% 

“I^WPRT*’ t ir ^%a yi »8 I ^1 1) afkf^ar^q^f^anf 1^^^/09/2006/131 fa^ ( 

'w %, afk "smnftm % i 



■aw Tffs^T (’fr# 1^ aff^In ^ )'^ *f ”" ^^li^iMifia anamif^ ('^i'4>i4 imjR) 

11 iwi»t w*mr 1000 fkm. t afk mwr a mr < i^ (^) 500 Tim 7ra> 

looTimaftr 1000 Rdct1«i*i 200Timt iay4 ^ hPivm "smmf \ 

imw «i4l€ (1^ i *1^) 3m?f ^iRuiw nrrm 11 <m«(iT«i 230 aftr 50 Timm# mnl^nga "m 

mpf ismi % I 

TmP^ aF>t % aifafma smfi^ % 7^1^ "iiT^ ^ Mt f^mi'^imni 

aftriifearust ii«n«hn, f*'j«iH TTf%a ^mow, i?f^lTi3m3nfa%^^^‘'ifiSRfaVf%misiTT?%i 

arf^pRm tnrr 36 TTOm (12 ) ?kt trii inPm4I ^ tpJpt 'gi^ ^ 

t % 3 ^ Wr65i% % arr imm-im % amiffi arft fii<i a^it f^;£m, % ai^nK aftr ■spjft ^w«l 

ami iFnf, f^rf^l^Rra# ^<9idi % ift '5Nr,m«n*fnT ali< 4>i4m6i'i % Tfl?m aiimra 'ft ^ 

smma^ 500^ 10,000 rnmiRaPro (it!T)mftw so f^j#rim^aif^3ftT 

3ftT‘*T^’*mR 1 x 10*, 2 xio^ 5xio*, 


[m a^l?*T-21 (361 )/2005] 

lit. \ ^mrnijRr, fa^, PsrfMmmm 
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New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1096.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering die report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
Act, the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the modal of non-automatic 
weighing instr umen t (Platefoim type) with digital indication of' ‘ VIP-KL’ ’ series of medium accuracy (Accuracy elass- 
111) and with brand luune ‘^RELIANCE” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Videocon 
Precision Systems, Plot No. 594, R^viwar Peth, Madhavnagar-416 406 and which is assigned the rqpproval mark 
IND/09/2006/131; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platefonn type) 
with a maximum capacity of 1000kg. and minimum capacity of 4kg. The verification scale interval (e) is lOOg. up to 
500kg. and 200g. upto 1000kg. It has a tare device with a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. It has facility 
for converting mass to volume (kg. to litre conversion). The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing 
result. The instrument operates on 230Volts, SOHertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 



Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, ihe Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same scries with maximum edacity above 50kg. and up to 
5000 kg. with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘c’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value 
of IX10*^, 2x l0'‘or 5>< 10*', where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 

[F.No..WM-21(361)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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m8ir. 1097.—BRT ^ ^ ^ i^ w 

t % <Wff ^ ^f*W (’fW l(t ^) ^ TUq ^IPW 3rf^Pm, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) iwi w 

'm wm ^ jtfyj ft?!) f^, 1987 % t ^ ^ ^ WHJ t fti Wim TPlW ^ arofM 

1« <Wff 1TOH TWI*mI 'iRni TO*n 3lR WVH qrowRpn ^ <tH^qn wqi 1RH ^»d?n 7f^; 

3m;, 3Wf3rfM^q!>tmTr36^‘5q«mi(7) ^ (8)brt irnirirt^mr-smtnqR^^Ti^ 

“q. 102/23,mnqw, ^iN^, ■3^13^-303906 , <m4«(h ski Rirnffid 4^ q«n«J«i^ (^wi«fm^-n) ^ 
”’<^^-09** »iqi?ff% 3|»y ^ 4 n ftn d t w 4M»<» I M4)K ) %^lfe?T^, *‘-'lftq>** t 

(ftrftinif qiw i <t ’ 4y iqtf igi yg ; wt) f^ an^qYqq f^g ^ i;?^/09/2006/i38 %m m t, 3!3*te 

wmf-'qw qffft aUt iwBtftm % i 



498 sitew "SWR ^ ’iR ^ adwiRfl <M'Wifliftwi 4'W4 <i 4 (^«iwdq ■5wq^) % I adf^qmmamw 

11 l^.m. f a^>T linmT so m. 114iMim rnwH 3 rrm (^) 1 iir % 1 ^ii^f 3?r&qg?B ^Pm % f^Rmq ^ 3iPw?i 
^sTO^RRflmmf^3n^'q3^'3m^t’i'SPi»i?i'3?'H3fqrTPjte y^vf mU^iih 6q^f<i 4>'wi % 1 'swdni 230 

50 ^ mmaRif MKi f^%<i ^ ^ qrmr 11 

^ qft^T ^ <sil^ "Jlfi^ ^ 'ft n?><4i ’*11^*11 

a^k ■»<fw5T ^ 'mmft, w«fw, tri%2'SPimq, t^T?m snP; %iKq ^ qfl?[ "qftaRH ^ fq>m'm I 

alk ^wiR 'sm adf^fw? ^ qro 36 ^ •jqm^ (12) SRi ^ ^R?ft 

11*8 3mr3#Wf%aR3*?in!T%IR imi«r-qir%aTO>f?i 's^ PiPT*if?n ski ■tr^ Pf^iiif h % ai^^u dltr'mmjt 

ftPiPifl <jffl *jia^%^^3i«n«fm ^ 4>i4qw4 %ifH5R 'ftitf^t qit 

1 ft. HT. ^ 50^. nn? RH 100 ^ 50,000 TWf mqm Timm a^mw (i?!T) a^l^ 100 fir. iimm‘31!^ adf^ 

%**<** ■RR5000 ^ 50000 TPF^ ^ amTW (’q^T) 50 ft^mRIRT^ SlftqRlR 8OT 

#t“t*’^ixi(f, 2 x10^ "qr sxiO*, %f,'5ft*Ri?Rap'qiw«+3Uif4»'qi^%ifmgRif I 

[m "R. ■S5?^1?R-21 { 312 )/2005 ] 

qt. T?. iPwmjRi, ftftwRiqft^nq 
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New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1097.—^Whereas the Central Govemmoit, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said r^ort (see the. figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standrurds of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-secttcms (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of q>proval of the modal of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) of series 
‘*PT-09”and with brand name “PTECH” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. PMS 
Technologies, No. 102/23, Pratap Nagar, Sanganer, Jaipur-303906, Rajasthan and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/2006/138; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type 
type) with a maximum capacity of 11kg andminimum capacity of 50g. The verification scale interval (e) is Ig. It has 
a tare device with a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates foe weighing 
results. The instrument operates on 230Volts, SOHertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine- 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares fiiat this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of Img. to 50 mg. and with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e* value of lOOmg or more and with ‘e’ value of I ^ ip*', 2x 10^or 5x 10'‘, 
where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 

[F.No.WM-21(312)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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H Tf ^R ^^ Hy i l’l ^ %Rn<^Itriq-^ 'ft^RIT ^1^11 

aftr RfscT ^ wnft, ^rf%3 ■sRraRTi ^ ^ ^ ■qft’^cN h ^n ^ 1 

sfir ^’sO^^R^^^atfMPRRT^ ^36^'3«1-^RT(12) IRT TR^ ?flfWf '6i?i m 1'!<*J|I «fiiol t % 

w % 3T^»te % 5WFT-^ % 3 mjitt 4 ' ^1 rc<rHMi(n im 3 ^'totn, fs^ ^ 3^1^ afk vatn) ^iinul 

ifeTlW^^Tf^ wt, iwfR.m 
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Sf!\v the 1st Marcti. 2006 

S.O. 1098.—Wherea? the Ce Krai Govemfsent, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that Ois Mode; in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 

the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rufeg, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accura*:?: under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of pov/ers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues nA pubiisheis the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) of series ‘PP-09’ and 
with brand name “PTECH” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s PMS Technologies, No. 
102/23, Pratap Nagar, Sanganer, Jaipur-303 906, Rajasthan and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/2006/139; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cel! based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) 
with a maximum capacity of 500kg. and minimum capacity of 2.5kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 50g. It has a 
tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and SOHertz alternate current power supply; 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its marital, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sectiow (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50kg. and upto 
1000kg. with verificatioO-SC^ interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e' value of lOOmg. or more and with ‘e’ 
value of 2xi0'‘ or 5^ lO**, where k is a positive or negative whole number oi equal to zero, manufactured by the 
same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said 
approved Model has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-2l(312)/2005] 
P. A. KRJSHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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anRiftcTaiW^rf^RT(?ft5fR55T3r®FR)RIHR"aRRJT^ ft{ 3?®64 RR 

ift?Fr %tlT 35 mRT^^Tmti arf^wcm so tr t aftr ■=^rtr 100 %.m 1 1 hrhir ar^rr^r (^) rr 
■RH 5 fip.m 11H*P an^qgfR "g^ 11iRwn m afti?!a «nft?T an^Rg^R ft 1 3w»w 

iftgR RftmiR ama i f^R wr ft 1 230 so ’ir^sr y^RiRcff rri irir rt ^ Rnrm ft i 

^Zlf^RR Rftz % g{{fR»4 % »(ftfR4a ^ ^ tflci«i'< Rt l 4 »RI 'J^f^Rl I 

aftr %RftR ■RWnr ^ atrfRlRRR ^ Rm 36 ^ ■aR-RKT (12 ) ^ ■?lfMi IWIR RiTft gR Rtw ^r??ft ft % 

% a;Tyft<R%WRRm~RR% 4i< p tq a?ft fitPHirfd i gm a# fac i a , 'fe^% argRrc aftra^ft '-HTRift argRtfei 
l<f«5 TRjT PwN tVRI RRl ft, RRl^ aft? Ril^RIcR % RtRR 3MRi?ui Rtfttft^ffclfRfifa 3^ 

wftff aft?Rn»ngfT» to aw?m ^ ftfft ^ s f^.m rt-rr^ arfijy % * * rh% 1^500^ 10,000 RRJRft 

tRr-^ WR I R R’ R R l(fta 5 3R^3TfaRr aftTl003R7R>Rft3!toaRTOR1^ftaft?**^*'RHi X 10^ 2 x 10^ RT 5 x 10^ % 
f, 3ft RRR'W RT StwiWRi g^lftp RT1^ % ^Wg5R ft I 

[RiT. U ^S^T 3 R- 21 ( 249)/20043 
'^. R. ^«J|l*p, RTRIWT 
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New Delhi, the 7^ March, 2006 

S.O. 1099.—Whereas the Central Government, after consj^erjng ±e report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is ip conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) (hereinafter re Wed to as the said 
Act) and the Standards of Weights and Measures (Approval of Model) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likejy to 
maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Septipn 36 of (he said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Mpd?} pf ppn-au]tomatic 
weighing instrument (Weighbridge type) with digital indication of “KLWB” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy 
class-III) and with brand name “GEM” (hereinafter referred to as the .said Model), manufactured by M^s. Kapoor 
Engineers, Roorkee Road, Muzaffarnagarr251002, Uttar Pradesh, and which is assigned the apprpya! mark [ND/OP/ 
2005/526; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Weighbridge 
type) working on the principle of load cell with digital indication of maximum capacity of 50 tonne and minimum 
capacity of 100kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5kg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained 
tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 
Volts and 50Hertz alternate current power supply; 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to orevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and upto 100 tpnne and with 
number of verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for *e’ value of 5kg. or more and with ‘e’ value 
of 1X 10^ 2x 10‘‘ or 5x lOS k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manulactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM'21(249)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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3m;, 3m,'Mt^T1T^ ■^ 3lto^^1iim36^'^-^(7) ^ (8 ) SRI M«t1 ^31^^^ 

^ fsnw<H'ii-2sip02 's.t(, m 1¥%wt|wfm (Wlm^-iii) <toT^ 

3T^■?Tto, arwTOm riTO ^wnr to 44 fiR tot) % ^ ^ % 

(t^ ^ ?T1% TOI?I^'3TRf w W t) 3?3toT tor 3Tlf IR ^/09/05/527 1 to t, 


^ej^T WTstn Iq^fn <)'Ji y«tJi^'^ 3?TOTfm 3ft<t''iiRin (iftR^F^RIWR) ^<ii % I 3<4R ^■'<1 ^fctl mT 

^%fTi5R^TFFf ^jmrt iT^i^ 3rfimj?m ^nmi 50 ^ 100 f^.m. t iTT^m^mw^ simriR (^) 

ciTO mItuIW 'aM<f$ld ^TOT11 230 3jft7 50HcTOft »1RT ^ ^ ^ I 



yjiii % ^ «»iH<i'jy[ oM=i5i^ % iVi'^ ^<n-^ ^ Mt P6^i I 

3jftT sTfvPnm ^ 36 ^ "3^ URT (12) sm imri ^ifrot’WT imtiT ^ ^^jmt t 

^TteR % 3i^*jt<H % ^ ^iTTPif-TT^r % am»f?r "3# ftrWar 5 Ri ^ fR5t3, tofBR%a(5Ri? 3 # '^, t^na^ ar^Htr^d 

TifsR3nl3to trowt, P^rnf^id t^.m m3TTt 

RR%%T^500 10,000 cR)^^ yr^im m3^lf|3 5 33'^3lf^mf3?k 10Q33W^3rf«mmRTOTm^ 

t 3ftT“^”RR 1 ^ 10^ 2 X 10*^ m 5 X 10^ % t, ^ tRTOTm-S gUilrHcK t i 

[W Ti. ■53?^1^-21 (249)/2004] 

X fd^v ( d), tgftW^ torn 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1100.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Act.) and the Standards of Weights and Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to 
maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and to render accurate service tmder varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (conversion kit for Weighbridge type) with digital indication of “KLWC” Series of medium 
accuracy (accuracy class-III) and with brand name “GEM” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured 
by M/s. Kapoor Engineers, Roorkee Road, Muzaffamagar-251002, Uttar Pradesh, and which is assigned the approval 
mark IND/09/2005/527; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Weighbridge 
type) Working on the Principle of load cell with disital indication of maximum capacity of 50 tonne and minimum 
capacity of lOOkg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5kg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained 
tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 
SOHertz alternative current power supply; 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing is done to prevent the opening machine for fraudulent 
practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and upto 100 tonne and with 
number of verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5kg. or more and with ‘e’ value 
of 1X 10‘‘, 2x 10‘‘ or 5x lO**, k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(249)/2004] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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WIPhM qs^i****! %'dHR|R.«W HVIIh ^ %1^ %1^ ^ 1^ 'STiirni I 

[•9?. “R ^5^T^*T-21 ( 55 )/2005 ] 
'J)«J|l*iffi, fH^!fl<6, ■Iim IWT 
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New Delhi, the 7th Nfaich, 2006 

S.O. 1101.—Whereas the Central Government, after considoing the report submitted to it the prescribed 
authority along with the model approval certificate issued by the Physikalisch-Technische Bundesaiistalt (PTB), 
Germany is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and 
to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by third proviso to sub-section (3) and sub-sections (7) and 
(8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the (Central Government hereby approves, issues and publishes the certificate of approval 
of the model of the Automatic Gravimetric Filling Instrument with digital indication of series ‘Speed AC NXT’ and with 
brand name ‘Chomos Richardsan (jImbH’ and manufoctuiedl^M/s. Chomos Richardson (jbmH, Reutherstrabe 3, 53773 
Hennef, Deutschland and sold in India without any alteration or additions by M/s. Chomos Richardson India Private 
Limited, Plot No. 5-E, Sector-4, Ballabhgarh-121 004, Haryana and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/13/05/681; 



Tlie said Model is a strain gaugetype load cell based automatic gravimetric filling instrument with maximum 
capacity of ^ 3000kg, scale interval e=Ig. —500g. in respect of number of scale interval n 510,000. It has tare device 
with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Liquid Crystal Display (LCD) indicates the weighing results. The 
instrument q)erates on 230 \blts 50 Hertz alternative current power supply; The maximum fill depends on the scale 
interval. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

[F.No. WM-21(55)/20051 
P A. KRISHNAMCXDRTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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(R«(f«fci( R^-ni) ®ii^ * * % ^ 108 ' * ^<3(ni % ammr (i«(ci<;T4 y^R) % Rfs^ 

t ^R% MV4 l cl^4<W nTfid 4>gl >m it) 3Tlf ^709/2004/206 

■RR5%^ f%RT TRT f, ai^tfl^ RRm-R?! ‘STlft alif^ R%lftl?T ^5Rft f I 


a4?i hT^ci ^'4 "smjR ^ir ciVs airoifRi 3R?r^ifi!m "spi % i ^R%t 3Tftm>ciR 

^m<iTiof%.m aftr-^q^mRqirni 20 m 1 1 R^m*i rr<th a i ^< i a (^)^rbi rI. 1 1 ^an%igeR^f%T%f%R^^ 

ypcill l tl 6e|e|ch(HH I W4i VlfRT ai l ^^W TTR^ 11 y»H< l 4cH'4y (1^ t Tt) dlirli MP<u|m yM<f$ld 4><dl t 230 

aftt 50 3mrR R?: ^Rm 11 



%t ^sufPha % 3ifali«w <al<rj^ (T4?^ % fHi< Rt %t 1 

afk %^R^gjR3^ aif^RIR %t ^ 36 %t "aR-RRl (12) ^31^7rf%Fllf ^R^TI^ ^Rf ^R?t 11% 

% a< jRj<H % ^3mm-R3T% 3 I; i 4<i pcfPiRte ii 5 RI 4 r 1 ftism, fe^snyr % ar^ a^3^ RRnit ^, 1%R^ ai^Rtf^ 

■»teT PlP*lWcl t%RT TRlt, 3# *fSmn%%'^%, RRT%Ta?tt^n%ni?R%cTlm3WR Rt lOOfR.TIT. ^2m 

’RB%^100^ 10,000^^^”£fR??nRRRHatmW(T^)Rt%5mRI'3R^arftm)%‘‘^'’ RH%t^500^ 
10,000 35F %t ^ ^ R?qm RH aRRRT 50 1%.m‘?I5F%taif%mRTOI^f3fk’’f’’RBI x 10^ 2 x 10^ RT 
5 X 10^, % t, # ^ttrrrt Ri a^onwnir Tjjnf^ Ri ^ % RRg^ f 1 

[RH. R. T55^RR-21( 100)72000] 
Rt. R. fRf%> RTR f%TR 


740GV06—6 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1102.—Whereas the Central Govemmenl, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of die said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic (Table 
top type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “KDS-108” series of medium accuracy (accuracy class- III) 
and with brand name “KARICO” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Karico Digital 
Systems, 26, Jayshree Shopping Centre, Vitthal Nagar, Vatva, GIDC Road, Ahmedabad-382 445 and which is assigned 
the approval mark IND/09/2004/206; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 10kg and minimum capacity of 20g. The verification scale interval (e) is Ig. It has a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and SOHertz alternate current power supply; 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereb lec’sres that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg to 2g or with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value of lxl0^ 2xl0‘' or 5xl0\ k 
being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(!00)/2000] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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3Tc!:, 13rf3Tft^f^^ ^m36^■Tq-^IRT(7) 3ft^^-Wa(8) ^35:^ ^ f ftW4f ^3RtTf 
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aitexTR ^jtmr 30 %.Tn. alk ??iim 100 ut. f 1 ^i?57nn rtthih ar^^Rw (^) oft "rh 2 m. % 1 ■>^ 3 ? arr ^ ' ^dn ■ 3 !^ % 

?m Ti^TRT ■6^^g^v+,<^^lfi^ct, an^qg^R 1 1 3i3>m ^t^rsfqfr (ts^ i 'it) ^rm ^cii H 4H4 l i i d % 1 

Tq^RtJT 230 3^tT 50 3c^Wcil mf ’fe^tT tR ^ ^FRcH 11 



■5eTfrqn^%35T3R%3?f?Ttt3?T^R#T3^t^n?^ fRK% % ^ 1m ^mjn 1 

^ tfte^ % ar^xto % ^ % affFfcT ■a# ftiMm srt awt % aig?iR afk ^.fTFrat f^ro^'a^tT 

'*teT ^ fRiH %2JT xpn t, ^ ^ ^«iT«fm afk ■%i4md4 % Ht #t 

11^.UT.'^ 50tR. an. •?T^% 100’^ 5000 HNHH aj^M 0^) 3|R-1001^. TH. ^aiET^ aTte 

%RB%1^ 5000 ^ 50,000 cBT^Jt^ RN W\ aRTOB (T3ra) 501^.m arflBBR ^fx^T^f ^ 

“4” ^ 1 X 10^ 2 X 10^ ^ 5 X 10^ % t, ^ tBTfXB) ^ jjpmfXBT 3orf5F ^ ^ % ^7x73^ 11 

[XR. 13. ^^i^-2l( 12)/2005] 

4t. 3. f«Jfl*lf^, Pr^m, f¥v?F XTN f4lR 





2466 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MARCH 25,2006/CHAITRA 4,1928 


[Part 11— Sec. 3(ii)] 


New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1103.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report suomitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Mode! described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the mode! of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of “IW-JP” series of high accuracy (accuracy class- 11) 
and with brand name “INDUS” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Indus Weighing 
System Pvt, Ltd. #14, 2nd Street, Kumarasamy Nagar, Civil Aerodrome Post, Coimbatore—641014 and which is 
assigned the approval mark IND/09/05/611; 

The said model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cel! based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with a maximum capacity of 30kg and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale 
interval (e) is 2g. It has a tare device with a 100 pet cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and SOHertz alternate current power supply; 



in atldition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for frauduieni practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Govermnent hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to SOkg and with number of verification 
scale interv'al (n) in Ae range of 100 to 5000 for *e’ value of 1 mg to 50 mg and with number of verification scale 
intcr/al (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of 100 rag or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 lOS 2^ 10'* or 5x lO'*, 
k b^ing the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
inamifac hired 


[F. No. WM-21(12)/2005] 
P. A, KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1104.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of “IW-PP” series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) 
and with brand name “INDUS” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Indus Weighing 
System Pvl Ltd., #14, 2nd Street, Kumarasamy Nagar, Civil Aerodrome Post, Coimbatore-641014 and which is assigned 
the approval mark fND/09/2005/612; 

The said model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Platform type) with a maximum capacity of 600 kg. and minimum capacity of 2.5 Kg. The verification scale 
interval (e) is 50g. It has a tare device with a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50Hertz alternate current power supply; 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, and performance of same series with maximum capacity ranging above 50kg to 1000 kg and with 
number of verification scale interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘c’ value of 100 mg or more and with ‘e’ 
value of 1 >: 10'‘, 2x10'' or 5x10'', k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the 
same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design, accuracy and with the same materials with which, 
the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(12)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 



[’imII—lies 3(ii)] 


^ 2S, 2006/^4,1928 


M 7 ■*Tr^, 2006 

cf)i.3IT. 1105.—"^IT^rR '^, [qigd ^iKI "3^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ?fel ^ ^ 31TfRT ^) W ITN •RFT^ 1976 (1976 ^ 60) 1T«n "StTS 3^^ tlN ITH^ 

^ 3T5iTt?rT) fm, 1987%^tlf%3T5^t3?tTf?T^^^t<Trarn‘tf^emR!R1?^^3T^*1'^f^ 

3?k MRri^iifd^t ^ 4M^4d WH ^Fim it^TT; 

m:, (7) ^ (8) ■gK111^^ITqt^^^ 

T^f^ q[t\, r^ldNl WK, «1c1<^u5c^|- 36451S ‘pTmT ^ -5^ qm^ (q^^ ^-II) ^ 

“^-it 750” % 3i5P^ 1|5?T ITf^, 3<1<ij-d i rHd ito IRPIT) %tfel^, I^TE# ^ ^ ^ “'^f^ 

MVdrct^fcW MT^d^^wt) 3?Tf ^:^/09/06/120 HHi^Reid RPTl W 

t", yniui-'q^ ■gnrt 3 ?)t H«tiiRfia <^(dTt't 

^ ^ ^TfRr ^) T^ ^r^FR ^ 3iTtnft?T aiFraite 11^ ^) cT^ 

11 aiftTwr 750 ^ 2.5 f^. m 11 mimhb ar^ro^ (^) ■^■rh 50 m 11 ^ 

3TTt)^gcH t R41T<ihl ■?fcT UrdifRI ci|ci«t,c^HlrH«b SH^^cH 11^ 11 y'+fVl 3r(;i4* 4l4lS (1^^ i ^) %rc^ 
Mfim i H ' 3 q- <f^ld t i •3 V4i T^ 230 3^ 50 ^ ITc^r e fcT) ^ KFT m ^ 11 



^ 3i(ciR'=Ki H^fld 04 ^ 51 ^ % % RrliJ^ «1(nfi<'<; ^ 'sitM.'ii 1 

■Rfe^ ^ 3H<4n ■?TPTOt, ■^«nsJdT, f^'dl^d, '^111H rH'>m^H Rl-SI’d snf^ ^ ?Tcff Mficlf^d q^f I 

3^)t ^'40'^ y<4)R 3TfirfdiR ^ ITTO 36 (12) ^ TPltn ^ ^ Ml<^011 ^ q^ 

«h<dl % MTs^qi % 3I^H)<d % flT hhi'' 1-''T^ % 3ia4d "^^Rt Rff-midl ^ITT '3rat Pw^m, PS'4i§i % 3?^^K sftl ITRlft 

■^, P»i4I^ hTsci PihWi f^Tzn trt Iqpir^ia "3^ 5^<gdl % '^^nsfdT 3flT c|i}4*hW' 1 % dldi ciH'^Twi ^ "^fr 

100 fil. m **1”TTH%f^5000'^50, 000^^^^ ^Wi^d tTH (TJ^) 3TcTO^1lf?cT SOf^.m ^ 3lf^ 

2000 f^. 1X\. cT^^ 3TfiR)aH 81^ f 3lt^ **i ”^TH 1x10^, 2 ^ 10^ 5 x 10^, % f, "Slt ■'jyif^ '^IT 

^ I 


[■R^T. U ^;^TnT-21 ( 252 )/2005 ] 










THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MAllCH 25,2006/CHAITRA 4.1928 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


v/U 


New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1105.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
MeavSures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
w eighing instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of “EE-P 750” series of high accuracy (accuracy class- II) 
and wjih brand name “Elite Electronics” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Elite 
Electronics, .Nr. Patel Vadi, Shivaji Nagar, Savarkundala-364515, Gujarat and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND'09-06/120; 

I he said model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
inslniinent (Plaifrom type) with a maximum capacity of 750 kg and minimum capacity of 2.5 Kg. The verification scale 
interval (e) is 50g. U has a tare device with a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(TED) indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and SOHertz alternative current power 
supply; 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevdnl the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circut disgram, 
working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, and performance of same series with maximum capacity ranging above 50kg to 2000 Kg and with 
number verification scale interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50, 000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg or more and with ‘e’- value 
of lxl0\ 2x10“ or 5><10^ k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design accuracy and with the same materials with which, the 
said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. V.T^-21(252)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 






[^11—3(ii)] 
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7 ■qr^, 2006 

^.37T. 1106.—%^ ^ ^ ^ ^ WUR fl W t 

:3^ A i'%^ ^ ^ 371^ ^‘) ^ 3ft7 -qpT 3rfV^m, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) W ^ 3^t7 "RN RRSF 

^ P[^^, 1987 % % 3Tprq f #x i(Tr[ ^ "HRmT t ^ M'fl'cTR TT%T ^ r) ^ Rf^ 

W«f?n W/ 'f^RT 3fk 4r<r^rd4)' ^ ^ WT WT tN; 

3TR:, 31^.%^77T^. ^37fiTfTO^^36 ^■3R-W(7) ^ (8 ) ^^TRfW^^ 

TfT Tim, %RR 37T5fTHT W, i r<^r’n 'm RlRftdT^WsfcTT (W«fcTT^-ni) ^ 31W^irciti RtHR 

3lk 371^ R5 ‘^/09/2005/1123 t, RRPR-R^ ^ sft^ WT%T 11 



^RrTRfeeT 3n^^) TJ^-^%fRBF^R5FrR^#R7 3TmiftR (■'^ZRHT^ R#^- Rt ^ R^) 

cit^ ^<+<u| 11 3Tr%mR ^TR?n 300 f^.m t 3flT ^^R^R ^TRcTT 2 t^, Rl, t 3^17 R?^ RRT4 cTT M (RRT^tcn R^-III) 
TRRf^ 11 ^RRm RTRRH armr^ (^) R)T RB 100 m 11 

WlpR'l % ■gSTRR % ^iRlR^d R?ftR R?t RIRZ^ TgtH^ Rt 1^ ^mRR I 

RTsB R?f •3«ehl RTRRt, RRl4dI, chi4«M0 fR^ITRI 37liR % RRR R ««<;cni ^|Q,RI I 

3^t7 4)^4)^ Wtf)H RRfT ^TfRfRRR Rft RTTT 36 RJt RR-RRT (12 ) ^ RRR'^TfRRRf RR RRtR ^ RF RlRRT 11^ 

RRR "ifel % % IR RRm-RR % 3RRtR f^RRtcTT ^ RRt PR^id, P^'dl^H % 3T^RR 3|t7 RRt RTRTft ■^, fiTR^ RRR 

31jRtf4d -ifeT RIT IWn RRI t, ^ ^ RRTsfcTT 3|t7 '+,|4 hHH % RteR RRRR^ Rt ^ 

5 R7. RT RR^ ^TpRcfT % “f” RR % 500 ^ 1000 cRT RcRTRR aTcRTB (RR) Rf^ 50 1^.111. R 

10, 000%. mRR^Rft3TfifRBR^TR^TTRT^t 3^k‘‘|”RH 1 x 10^ 2 x 10^ RT 5 x lO^ % f, ^ RRTrR^ RT RtOiRR^ 

RT^%RRg^tl 

[RR. R. ^^1^1-21 (323 )/2005 ] 
Rt. R. PR^R), %RR^ RN fRRTR 


740 GI/06—7 
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THE GAZETTE OF TIA' M AJTli 2^, 2006;CHAfT'RA 4,1928 [?akt II— Sec. 3(”Vi 


'-rv/ ±-: 7th -i, 2006 

S.O. 5106.—Where?,s the I'cist-Rl G':;v:;:'r‘niL'-it, lOrer considcj'ing the report submitted to it by the 
prescribed authority, is sfib.sfied disi nod'.:}, described in the satd report (see the ligure given below) is in 
conformity with the provisio^ts of the .I t o’'V/eigl-'ts 'ind A.ct, 19''''6 (60 of 1976) and tlie Standards 

of Weights and Measures (d^pproval K ncs. i 937 and tie: said model is likely tv) maintain its accuracy over 

periods of sustained use and to render /c.'vtcc under ve.t’cd conditions; 

Now, therefoie, in exercise odd ■: oe ■; to'S -oiA:*re:l by ;a’b-se niom; (V) and (8) of Seciion 36 of the said Act. 
the Central Government hereby issues ane yuh r e crrtific'uc of approval of mode! of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Platform mj'sehine-pro-weight 'yoe,? (ticrcin rvdern’d to as tlic said model) belong to medium accuracy 
Class (Accuracy class- HI) and with brarid u;,,r:c “'-d'R (GA''' mynufacUued by ivirig.a Industries, Village- N'asi’pui, 
Hissar Road, Ambala City., Haryana and whv:h is e^.>:igu':vi the apprcval mark lAu/Od/Ob/l 1 23; 



The said model is a mechanical type lever pased non-autonudic weighing instrument (Platform machine-Pro- 
weight type) of maximum capacity of 300 kg and rnininiurn capattcy ot 2 ICg. and belonging to medium accuracy class 
(Accuracy class,-III): 'Fhe value of verificaucn .scale inierval A’ is lOOg. 

In addition to sealing the stamping piate^ sealing sii.di alsc* be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed m terms oi'iis material, accuracy, design, working principle 

etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers confened by sub^si’-,'>j’“ (*.2) ol Section 36 oi the said Act,-the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certiEcaie of apfvova.i ot :hc said niooel shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same sei iv with maximum capacity in the range of 50kg to 
1000 Kg and with number of verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 tu 10,000 for e’ value of 5g or more and 
with ‘e’ value of lx lO'', 2x 10'‘ or 5x 10^ k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured 
by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the 
approved model has been manufactured. 

[F.No. WM-2I(323)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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3(ii)} ; ■qr^ 25, 2006/t5?4, 1928 

^1?^, 2006 

■SFTr.aff. 1107 .—%"^ TETT^HK ^ 4 , - 3 ^ -q^ % ‘ 95 ?^^ ^TRmB 11 ^ 

■3^ ifeT (^ ^ ^ 311^ ^■) ^ afr[ -qrq ^1#rw, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) ^8IT W 3flT T^TT ‘RTO 

(■ffeff-^ 3?^qr2R) fm, 1987 t 3^h'W ^ 11^ W?TR 3n^ ■^1 ■3^Tff5H 

^«iT«i 7 TT T(lm 3 fk ^ wi 

3 ^:, 3 ^ 1 i;- 3 q^( 8 ) 'm ^ 3 T%^^ 

TT# 13 , 1 ? 7 P 120 / 2 , ■#q ^--641035 ^ ^ 3 ^% ^^ i PMcI , 

TOWh ( 1 q^ f^) % qfs^ SR, ^ ^ qyq “ ** t 

3n^ ^/09/2006/113 "W t. 3T^Jto TFIFT-q^ ^ 3fl7 ^iT# 11 



■3^ hTsci fmN dwalq^^) 1 1 3 Tft?^i?Tq wn 2 f^.Tn. stk^t 1 1 3q4)q 

^ ^wfci, Tihr, PcnPtqs ■?Tr^, "qt, ns 4 ^q< ^c^iR ^ ^ %f^ 1 ^FrqTt "qf tjI^ tq3310 
^ 40 qT3^ HTcft 11 3q?FT^ 230 3^7 so ^ qr^T^ ^IRT qr qfJFt 1 1 

T^lfrqq "gsif^q i 

3ih qit wmit, qsTT«tcTT, 1%qir?H. ^qf%3 >?iqyiq crqr qJFf f^T ^ q tWcff ^ q^ qft^f^ q^ %qT qjiw 1 

3 fk TOJR 3 q?T 3 Tfqf^ ^ mrr 36 ^q^nq ( 12 ) q>T q%r ^ q? qtqw q^qit 11 ^ qqq 

qf?^ % ar^ql^ % ^ qqM~qq %r arcpfe 3 # tqWqi ^ 3 ^ Pq^td, "fesn^q % sr^qR aiU 3 qt wrift ai^qtfer 

qf¥^ qrf iqqhq qqr |. pcfPdfXici qqt ^ ■^, qqysfm sfk qrrzjqrqR % rimq ^ #t .qft 

2 in. ^ 2 f^. in. 3 TSTqT qq^<^ qrqi % t i 


[qq. t. ■5^'^-2l(06)/2006] 
qt. q.. 'f sJiiijfji^ Iqqvi'h, qrq l^wr 
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[Part 11—Sec. 3(ii)] 


New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1107.—Whereas the Central Goveminent, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, m exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Automatic filling machine 
(Piston Filler) of “AM-PF” series and with brand name “Acefil” (hereinafter referred to as the said model) manufactured 
by M/s Accufii Machines, S. F. 120/2, Kalapatty Post, Coimbatore-641035, Tamil Nadu and which is assigned the 
approval mark rND/09/2006/U3; 

The said model is an automatic filling machine (Piston Filler) and its maximum capacity is 2 kg or equuvalent 
volume. It is used for filling the viscous liquids products like oil, vanaspati, grease, liquid soap, ghee, paints, distemper 
etc. It fills 10 to 40 fills per minute. The instruments operates on 230V, 50Hz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 



Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar rriake, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity in the range of 2g to 
2 Kg or equivalent volume manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design 
and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No, WM-21(06)/2006] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 




[Hin 3(ii)] 
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2S, 2006/^4,1928 
^ 7 W^, 2006 

1976 (1976^60) sfk ^iih^ 

(^Cfetf ^ f^, 1987 % t #7'^ ^ ^ W<3RT f % 31^ ^ STcjftT ^f ^ Tfef 

3i!k WFI MUrwPd^fi 4M^eW 3i^ iSR^T 

31^ -3^ ^ iIRT 36 ^ '^-'m (7) sftT (8) SRT 3r<^ i?lf4d4l' ^ ipitn ^ 

120/2, ■afil^n'^'^, ^6l’'!T«r^;[-641035, 'd^l^H^l§ g RI Wrl TO 

TrR‘^/09/2006/114 f^RIT t, 37^11^ IFd^-R^ "STT^ ^ yehlf^fld 11 



"3^ RfecT WT^iPdd ■JRitR (^ terr) 11 ^TRcTi 2 -t^.m Rqg^ 11 3v4tn 

3W ^ ■^J^, wr7, ^■, •^, 3rRT^ ^ ^SfRn t 

lO^SOWg H#tl ^R^ 230^f^3^t7 50^■5^^Mc^f »7RTt^-5f^R7^^^FRntl 

WIPhm ^ tisiiPhd % ST^Tft^ ehMdi^ui oqc^^I(f % R#? ^ ;gt^ ^ % PdU. ^ fa^ l ^SURRI 

3lk ^ RTRTft, ■^«n«tcTT, f^l^H, Rfe ^RRITR 7T«!n ^ IrS^ 31^^ ^ R7 MPwRjd in^jn I 

3^k%^R7^^37f»^Pm^ i7RT36^'3R-i7RT (12) ^ 3r^ !!lPeW^l‘^3RTtR^f^ ■q^ RlRW^FRdtt ^ 
3^TlfS^% 375*Tf^%‘^3rRr^-R^%3TcRf^3Rtf^rfRRtc(T^RT3RtlR5IR, fe5n^%37^RR a^tr^^RTRift'^, I^RT^ SH^Hifqn 
^ fRRW tor t, 3Rt J{75^ % ^ ^ R?7T«f?TT 3^ cbl^Mldi % 3M4^7»I ^ ^ ^ 

2 RT. ^ 2 f^. RTR 3T«T^ W % f I 


[RJT.R. ■5^RR-21(06)/2006] 
11. MfcT^ RN fw 
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New Delhi, the 7 March, 2006 

S.O. 1108.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by ihe prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore., in exercise of the powers coivfeired by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the self indicating, Automatic filling 
machine (Cup Filler) of “AM-CF” series with brand name “AccufiF' (herein referred to as the said Model), 
manufactured by M/s. Accuril Machines, S.F. 120/2, Kalapatty Post, Coimbatore-641 035, Tamil Nadu and which is 
assigned the approval mark lND/09/2006/i 14; 



The said model is an automatic filling machine (Cup Filler) and its maximum capacity is 2 kg. It is used for 
filling the free flowing products like suzi, tea, coffee powder, sugar, rice, salt, granules, detergents, seeds, agricultural 
products etc. It fills 10—^50 fills per minute. The instruments operates on 230V, 50 Hz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with capacity in the range of 2g to 2 kg. manufactured by 
the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design, accuracy and with the same materials with 
which, the approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(06)/2006] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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M fert, 7 -qr^, 2006 

■^.3?T. 1109.— 

sn^^) 1976 (1976 ^ 60) ^ 3?tT TIN'RH^ 

(■ife^r ^ ^R^ifRTf) l^mR, 1987 % ■3R^Vf % 3?^?^ t 3fl7 ^ ^ ^ 1R%T ^ ’Rt '^RR "Rfeol 

W«fm ^5RTI^T#TT Rf^PdRf ^ !OT T^; ^ 

31?T; 34^ "RTRiK, 3lf«irfRRR ^ ^IRT 36 ^ "^-^IRT ( 7) 3ltT (8) 'g[RT "a^ ^)f«w4t ^ WrIr 

T^^T^Rj 120/2, 4=1^1 '^l4i<»t^<-641035, dPRcrlHI^ gKI Pifild “Titj^-irtTcp^* R7^ 

(1^Q3?i: f^) ^-rTScJ^, ^RTR “ t (f^^’ 3=W RT^d'^flRRI t) 

3??^ T^TT'^/09/2006/115 MRI %, M*11'J|-'R^ ^SfKT 3^ y shlf^ld cbial % t , 

•3^ ■Rf^T^^nf^TO'R#^ (r: 3^{ fRj^)ti 1000m ft ^w3R%TW^'a^m^R^«^ 

^ ^«T-qT3^,temRT3^, ■5^RT3^,'RJTR^RT3^I?Rlf?^RT^%%Ii1^^tl ^"Rf^fw 2060 RTTg Wt t i 
3Rwr 230 ^ 50 mf rstr rt rr4 11 



«.in^*l R)f % 3ifaR=Kl efiHd^^wf 64q?i<t % d'45^%f^<^l<rio^'<^tRiRT 'Jiiy.Mi 

3fk RTSH 3^1^ ■RTRR), R^sn^fcn, ^Rf%3 ^TWR cT^TF ^ PHOIKH 3TTf^ ^ RT Rf\o([^d R^‘ t^ RfT^ I 

3|)T%3FtRWR73RRaTrRfRRRR5t^36R5t3R-RITT (12) mn R^ ^lf^4)RnR%TR^T^^ WRtR^R^f 
3RR RfS^ % 3T3Rt^ % W RRFT-RR % ^fcPtw 3R) f^RRfcR ^ 3^ fTOcT. fesHfR % 3q^-RR 3^ RTRR) f^RT^ 
31^R)r<d ■tfei ^ “Mut -f^ ijm f, rsrfRpfrd 3^ RRTsfm ^PPTRT^Ff % ^iTF? IRRF^ Rt ^ ^ 

2 m. ^ 1 t^. RTR 3mnfTR^RTRT%t I 

[RJT. -^. ^^RR-21 (06)/2006 ] 
Rt. R, I^R^RTR Pq^ll'l 
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[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)l 


New Delhi, the /th March, 2006 

S.O. 1109. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (ApprovaTof Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Automatic filling machine 
(Auger Filler) of “AM-AF” scries with brand name “AccufiF’ (herein referred to as ihe said Model), manufactured by 
M/s. Accufil Machines, S.F. 120/2, Kalapatty Post, Coimbalore-641 035, Tamil Nadu and which is assigned the approval 
mark lND/09/06/n5; 

The said mode) is an automatic filling machine (Auger Filler) and its maximum capacity is lOOOg. It is used 
for filling the free flowing products like tooth powder, talcum powder, milk powder, coffee powder etc. It fills 20—60 
fills per minute. The instrurrenls operates on 230V, 50 Hz alternative current power supply. 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, working 
principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the sdid Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with capacity in the range of 2g to 1 kg. manufactured by 
tile same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design, and with the same materials with which, the 
said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(06)/20()6] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of U:gal Metrology 
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7 'qM, 2006 

W.3IT. 1110«—IRTS W ^ j ^ftP^TC W=»tlH it W t 'ft? 
^ if ('^ it anffh ^) ^ 1976 (1976 ^ 60) 1WIIIZ 3(k ^RR 

(^»ffl5ff^a^g%R)1*|tS|lf, 1987% ■iR^%313?Rt3(kFT^%t^WPWlt1%?fRR^ a<W *ffg<r< 

?5%Tr 3ftT “3^348 ^ WR 

3m: sqw vim^ 'm anf^f^m Ritr 36 %t Ti-«rro ( 7 ) aftt 

^ m. 1m., 2 1m m, ^i*mr %[R^, 1?!# fMtet, R qtii w ft ^%r5frt-s60037 srt - 3^ -mim 

.(w^cn 1^-11) ^*fqrgfT% ^144-Hftd ( ^w>M vm< ) %^fermi, ^U 

mT^“3rt«n‘'t (M wi<v 3<w 4>8i rrt t) '3(k 3iy%R 3ni( xm it/o9/os/7S9 

^ t, 3151 ^ ^ 3 %: 

3r4ff 7t^ 17 R ^ 3TTmft3 1%?R(%W?T c?R 1F^ 11 3ff^qRm ^HmT 

30%.m.ta^^'^?mi7 8iFRnioo umt 1 «c^N4 mimru smrmi(if )2 m*Tti??fif ^f%r ?rt 

«1<!<4)(rJHIc*14> mft?T 3n^43«4 WR tl 4c^4* Sl4^S (1?5T< ^) 3m^ Mfiu il H 11 3qy< 01 

230 %c^ 3fk 50 TirRRRff mti 3mm ■Rimi %■ I 



^ % ^!2FT % 3Tf?Tlw Ti#T %t ^ Rt i%m ■sTRnr I 

alk moFR ITRff 3?fl^Pmq ^ ^ 36 %t "TR-^ (12 ) 3m^ ?lf%I^ ^ 3mtR ^ 'RIW t 1% 3 ^ 

% 3 ^^ 3WRT-R^% 3t?rfa 3^ Wnfdl ^fTOcT, "feWT% 3?^^^ afkwnft •^RT^ 

■rTs^ ^ f%m ■Rm t, Wrf% ^ ^ ^ m«rT«fm •4)r4 H r ^ % ?it^ ^ -sit 

1 soft.iim^RF “|'’iiR%#m 500 ^50,000 f!^% 335) alk 100 fR#m»Tm' 3 Ti^ 

3 Tftmr% m 3 %%moo ^ 50,000 cmr^t^if wim trm ^Tf^5o%.m. 3^^ 

m^fi X10^ 2 X10 ^'ms X10^ % f, ■ift «imfR3r'm'5gijn?R^''55if^’qT'^%^?mg^f I 

[■951. ^^3IIT-21 (184)72005] 
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New Delhi, the 7Ui March, 2006 

S.O. lliO^Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of die Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of series “ASJ” of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) and with 
brand name “ASTHRA” manufactured by M/s. Penta Weigh Technologies Private Limited, # No. 2,1st Floor, Mamta 
Building, 0pp. Tulasi Theatre, Marathahalli Post, Bangalore-S60 037 and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/05/759; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of 100 g. The verification scale interval (e) is 2 g. It has a tare 
device with a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply; 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg. and with number of verification 
scale inverval (n) in the range of 100 to 5000 for ‘e’ value of 1 mg. to 50 mg. and with number of verification scale 
interval (n) in the rang^ of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg. or more and with ‘e’ value of IxlO**, 2x10*' or 5xl0S 
k being the podfive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(184)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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7TTT^, 2006 

m«r. 111 1>—^<«56R ftftm inftpRTd gro 3R g8 ft# m wi^ % w wnm 1^ w 11y 

W T»#R?T ^ ’Hf a?I^ ^) «TO T?R 1976 (1976 ^ 60) ’!!*n W aftniR Tim> 

1¥w, 1987 % ■3^1^ % t a^P!^ 

^ Wtst ^ ft« (R i 4f ^ i m i^w ; 

m-, 3W%^^TT^ ■3W3lftif^nmg(ttim 36^'3q~«TO (7) 3ftT (8) ?FTlI^TnftRralf 

^ ^Flftffi3-673623 m ^IWT WfW (Wfm ^-III) ^ 

Tifti! otw^nifinn WR) 1^41% lire ?FT1T*T*’'SI|!?*Vt'(t^ 

wwt) 315*^1^ 3nf l?ST’lft/09/05/659 ’PH t, IWIOT-^ ^ 



*ffiw m? ^ anuiftiT ■3'i^r>T %i tjppir 

30l^.m «(h^^fWROTmioo umti himhh awRM (^) s umti t^wwr w 

3n^jjcn uvfm % \ ^4'^ ^^8 (1?^ i '^) ii?[!rf iftHH T?ft®TPr f i 'swcoi 

230 ^ 50TlWIPWlf «im mM "qr ^ 11 

•! «<«K4IWarf^PPR^«im36^«IRT(12)SRI V l Rwqf ^^^#pm ^t.% 

3 id 4 fl 44II fiiPiHMi ski 4^ afk y-tfl 4 ^ i Hift 

ft*iH 1%^ w t, ^ *jiaw % ilt ■^, sfk % cit?^ 

100 fti.lJ?, ^ 2 HWiwr ‘*|*‘^% %r;ioo ^10,000 traf% ^^'^wwh mnniH 3 !?rm (t^) aflrsiiPT^ 

% % 1 lw[ SCO ^ 10,000 W 'if «iHim^ T|H ( 1 ^ 3 ) 3 PRW^?f|pS 50 %.in.^ 3 ?ffer 4 ^dH ^1^f aftr 

iimi xio^, 2 X10*' ’qr 5 X10^ % t,'^ viiww»tffigon- <H» 

l^. V:’S^^-2 1 (134)/2005] 
X fcrf^-qrTl^WT 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1111. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic (Table 
top type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “DS-TB” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) and 
with brand name ''DIBTY” (herein a^r referred to as the said model)* manufactured by M/s. Deity Scales, Sai Building, 
Balussery Mukku, Calicut-673 623 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/05/659; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of 100 g. The verification scale interval (e) is 5 g. It has a tare 
device with 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing 
result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply; 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg. apd with verification 
scale inverval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg. to 2 g. or with verification scale interval (n) in 
the range of 500 to 10,000 for *e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of lxl0^ 2x10'“ or SxlOS k being a positive 
or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same 
principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(134)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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2006/^4,1928 
^ 7 2006 

1112 —‘- Hiy R m, ftrfiff SRT ^ HFr% w t % 

^ -ri an^ ^) m. 3frt m »iH4r 1976 (1976 V! 60) imr TO tow 

(Tff«¥ffWT315»^M)f®TO. 1987^Tqpi(^%3!^t3ftT1J||TOl{t^ENTOt 

TOR ^ W4 WW tN; 

3T?T:, %^^TTO1, ■3WT3J»fMf^^TO (7) #t (8) Sm yfW Pf f WTTPitn 

gr^f^, iB!^^rgR^,ijw[-4ooo72TOTri?gmf ^ m \ ^ (wJw^-iii) 

%‘>tfTOWT, 

WT TO * * sV' t T«% WI(t 4<M TOTTO t) alixt^ 3?5*Trt3 ^ ajT^ Tpf ^/09/05/670 

TO t, 3(T5*te ’STTOT-^ ^3frft sfrr TOlftW WTift 11 

TOT Tlfro ft ^ TOR WT ^ft¥ ^ 3Pnft!T (TitTO^^TOR) TOITOt I ^TOt 3TftlW?W WTO 

60H?T 3fkTO^^^200 fW#TOtlTOTOTOTO3fmTO (t) WTTOIO^TimtllW^fTO^II^^igTOgpRftf^TTOT 
m 31^ Vlfar WT^r^tT^ Ttm t > Ta^**rw-310^* ^^4j t r44^ 

^fr?R ■‘TftoTW TO[f$RT WTO 11 ^TOT*! 230 3liT 50 TTOWff WIT IRfPT W. WT^ WTO f I 



WlfHTl ^ ^ <iif6Rqq WT^sURf % ^ ^ flW^ % #?TTO ^ fTO I 

3%%^TOnTTOT3lft|f^T^^linTr36^^-WTT(12)p:T SI^^IlftW^WTW^WT^^'ziF'^nnTWTfftt % 
^4d % W^')44 ^^TOnT-TO^ <J<Tfl fajPiMifll gHI <i4fl fW^nVl, STJTO 3ftl <rtD ^iT^Ufl ■;& f^RT^ W 

■Rf5?T WT%rf®Tf^TOt, »ft#t'5iT filpTWo ^ 

^^^IW,TO*^m>f^WHTOR%1^ fw.m W^af!Piw%“f’TO %f^500 ^ 

10,000 cIW^t^^‘TOT^TO1Tf!nT5ZH^WfTOWfkl50«RTO^ WfMWcTtT WTOTO^t^ **t* TO 1x10^ 2x10* 

WSxlQ* % f, # TOfTOW ^eDn?TOTprfWW^%W»75^f I 

[m -W. ^g5?^T?7-2l( 16)/2005] 

^vTOJJpr, farfTOTO^ITO 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1112.~-'Whereas the C^iHnd Oov<»nment, after conaidering the report aubmitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Staadanls of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maint^n its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 pi the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Weighbridge type) with digital indication of *TMS” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy 
class-III) and with brand name “Mettler-Toledo” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by 
M/s. Mettler Toledo India Private Limited, Amar Hill, Saki Vihar Road, Murobai-400072, Maharashtra and which is 
assigned the approval mark IND/09/05/670; 

The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Weighbridge 
type) with a maximum capacity of 60 tonne and minimum capacity of 200 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 10 kg. 
It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect, It consist of electronic indicator *^IND-310” and 
the Liquid Crystal Display (LCD) indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz 
alternative current power supply : 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done |p prevent from the opening pf the inachine 
for fraqdulent practices. 

further, |n exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares tbat this certificate of approval pf the said Model shall also ppver the weighihg instruments 
of the similar make, accuracy and performance pf the same series with nsaximum capacity above S tonne and Mpto 150 
tonne with verificafionacale inverval (n) in the of 50Q to 10,000 for value of Skg, or more and with ‘e’ value 
of IxlOS 2x10^ or 5xl(P, whereas It is a positive pr negative whole number pf e^jual to zero, manufaptured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the Same materials with whiphi the said approved 
Model has been manufactured. 

[F.No. WM-3K16)/2QQ51 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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maw. 1113.— 

•3W ^ 1^ (^ lit ^ wifftr ^) m aftrwnrwm 1976 (i976m60)wm aftr 

(i#«9ifmw3*M)^, i987%?^%3i3?^taltT^mt^i^mpntf^H*jraRTP?in^3??^ 
mrtwi mn? tilnt atk ftrfkR ^Iwi trr m?n 

Ul|^6am*400072III 

^fcrar%ajyy^wftw, 

( Tm^ |4i»y ww aw i 4ipa «h8 i wt) aik1^3i3<tefk5^3n< 1^^/09/05/671 ai^jteTRm 

^ ^3irft afk y wiftifli m?ft 11 

im ^tfggr ^'gyR m^ wgaN*^ armifar ( dt<rna<yi 

aiftwBm wmr 50 yr a^^=qwT mm 200 %.m 1 1 *i i mhh ai:^ (f) 10 1^.m t 

t f^rwm nfi w Ht 113 ^ *5io' h,^ 4) t ( 1 ^^^) 

TOf litgR hRuiw mm 1 1 4m»<» i 230 qkg, so iirMWcff 



fdlpLH^I % yi5i4)'l % affdf<^ T1#T ^ o4e*6H*t % ^ #a>% % ^ ^1^*111 

atk ^«jO^ ^<*K4«W aifi#Tm^mT36^'3lT-mT(12)SRT iJ<Tl V i r4d4y ^lT^m^^^ >^ »l l4><tn t 1^ 

<jflRi Hlid % %W'5i*iP'T-'^% 4ifl4d 4tfl f5*M?ii ftKi 4^ ft^ERT, fe'l|l§^ % aigm aft?wmft argj^if^ 

wfeH m mi t, 1¥5fft5r ^ *f^ % ^ lit w*ltn aftr 4»MfmtrH% mmw Mt #t “wt 

^Wrt a«) sfSRW mi«t?n aik 4»i4MJd4 % ?itcn dq*<«i ■aft 5 I^.tit. ‘ "4 * ’*ih% 1m soo 

^ 10,000'Wr^d 5^=1^aifiR) a^k isoaifk^^R 8a»raT^f afk ^1x10^ 2xio^ 

^5x10* % f,’3il 

[•^.■?t.-$55^1^11-21 (16 )/2005] 
•^. T^ '=}>«"ii*ifcf. TIN 
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New Delhi 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1113.— Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 {60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Weighbridge type) with digital indication of “ TMD” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class -III) and 
with brand name “ Mettler-Toledo” hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Mettler Toledo 
India Private Limited, Amar Hill, Saki Vihar Road, Mumbai—400072, Maharastra and which is assigned the approval 
mark INDA)9/05/671; 

The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell basd multi digital non-automatic weighing instrument 
(Weighbridge type) with a maximum capacity of 50 tonne and minimum capacity of 200kg. The verification scale interval 
(e) is 10kg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. It consist of electronic indicator 
“ IND -310”and the Liquid Crystal Display (LCD) indicates the weighing results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 
SOHertz alternative current power supply. 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing is also done to prevent from the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of the similar make, accuracy and performance of the same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and upto 150 
tonne with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5kg. or more and with ‘e’ value 
of 1x10^, 2xl0‘‘ or SxlO*", where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(16)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 






[vmii—3(ii)] 


2006/^4,1928 


2487 


M 7 W^, 2006 

msrr. 1114.—^<45K^, yiPM+Kl 

^ ^ ^rt%(it^ ^ ■n^ anff^^) ^ "itn -m^ arN^, i976 (i976 ^ 60) ^ af^ tin■rpt^ 

C*rf5^ ^ 3T5%?T) fwT, 1987 % 'a^vf % ai^^ t aftT W^Tm ^ ITMmT t % tiUlWK 3nW ^ ap?fi1 ■£( ^ 

^RTT^ T#»n afk mRP^ W ^ WT ^RT^TT T^; 

37?T; ar^ ^ehi arfijPfilH *1KT 36 '^'a^-*1KT (7) aflr (8) SKI 1iii?TT ^ ^ci 

^ ^ ■^. 32/%/8, f^pstrsfr TO. ^ Wrf^f^T (^«n«f?Tr ^-iii) ^ 

^Tf^, a^^-4 l ^crld ci)dH ( ^qj^r 1 ^ fq 3tTO) 

5-H^ His^ ^>|fT afkf^ ai^^i\si an^T^"^ /09/2005/1115 Htx^i ^<!11 %, TWPn-'^ 

TOt afrc y^hlf^W ^TDcft 11 



MR'^^aiTVlf^aR^^lf^ U^JR) t” I 5tH<+'l aif^cnan SiWcIi 

30l^.m 3fk-:^TOT 100 m. wtr aRRM (I) sto t 

3TT0''4g'(H^y»Tiaj11 TRFm^c^a^^spfrs ci)dH ^Tm^ aq^fd 4><di 11 230 

50 ilc^Wcff I 

«.?n^M ^«PT^ % ailaRcfn oRt «hH<i'i^f o4e(5i<l <silc^ 'JII^ ^ <l«t5^ % fdy. f^*ii^ri^Tl 

aftT ^7te?T ^ TOmt, w«f?T, ^gfe ^\Mm, "^flRT fern arr^ % ifr '^f ^ 1^ ^ 71 % 1 

afk TRTO arf«?f^ ^ 36 ^ tmr (12 ) ^‘sr^ ?TfTO?f ^ TJ^ ^ ■^TF "qtw t % 

4T^ % aj^H^s'i % ^ iTRiw-"^ % a^a^fl "3?^^ IqPtHini iRT "ant f«^ici, fs'Jii^'i % ar^iTR "jiit wIhiD f^RT^ 

ar ^^f^d rdPnffia ^ ft wgfm aftr 4 > i 4m t ^ % cto ^ ^ 

■sftioofR.m ^2TrRr %*'^*’-ErH%%T^ioo^lo.ooo^^^^f^rdim himmh a^Ridaf^aita 
%'‘^'’ilH%%T^500'^lO,OOO^^^^r ^rd)m HIMMH aiTOT (l^=1)'R^50f+d1iJR1 aite^ 

afk RTTIxlO^ 2x10^ ^5x10* % f, "STt tJHIcHd) ^ :teU||fH4i ^ifd) ^ ^!PT % f I 

[RJT. U ^^ 1371-21 (286)72005] 
'^. 1^. <JiWJ|l^f?i, PH^VIsh, 'm 
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Aev Delij; the 7th Mairch, 2006 

S.O. 1114.—the Ctr» 'ra! C*overme rit, aftsr considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied tha< the desr vibeii in the said tepor: (sec the figure given below) is in conformity with the 

provisions of the Standards of Weights a: d Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is Hkely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate v-.s !er varird conditior. .; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of tf'e p we: s csnrfened by suh-secuons (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and pulni.shcs chc ce: dficate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of nteditn: accuracy (Accuracy class-III) of scries " SCAT” and 
with brand name ‘‘Scale Tech” (hereinafter refcrrcc lO as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Scale Tech Instruments, 
Plot No. 32/K/8, Shivaji Nagar, Govandi, ?v oo'bai,. Maharashtra and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/2005/1115; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load coll based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table lop type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of 100 g. The verification scale interval (e) is 5 g. It has a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The L ight Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply ; 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate. se.yb'ng shall also be done to prevent opening of the machine foi 
fraudulent practices and model shall not be chang-id in terut" of /ts material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, working 
principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers confer: ett by sub-sectioii (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said mode! shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of the similar make, accuracy and performance of the same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg. with verification 
scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg. to 2g. and with verification scale interval (n) in 
the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of IxlOS 2x10'‘ or 5x10*, where k is a positive 
or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer, in accordance with the same 
principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(286)/2005) 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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■3q?T ^ ^) ^ atftr ^ “>976 (1976 ^ 60) ^ w aftr Tnq 'rhv 

f^, 1987 % ^3TR«{f % t aftl ^ ^ ^ -RWIT t % W^IWK 18^ ^ 3raf^^ 

^WTsfm ^RT^ TTtnr sflr Wi^ ^ ^ to wi i^-, 

3TrT: 3T^'^TTSFR, w 36 ^irq«rRr (7) sftr (8) ^ 11^^rf^4t'^^^ 

4^<rl H 32/%/8, R'IcINI iMi, -jfl^, •^, 

“^” %ajcboh ^tjh cft^3q^TiT t 

MJil-^Irl^W^feT wwt) 31^135^/09/2005/1116 f^b^iwf, 3T3*it^ 

3RM ■snft sflr U^lfVTd ^^57# 11 



■ 3 ^ ^ff55T ^ ^'SraJR ^ ^ 3mnf^ li^) 11 3lf«I^KT*? 

ai*i?n 500 f^.m 3 ?It ■-^inH ^trctt 2 m. 11 hnhh 3rrt?i (^) 100 um t 1 f t^rasR 

o^qc»i(n'iicH‘6 ilTftcT 31T0?igcR ^5? f l WRT “51^ (1^^ i ^) tftm 5?TgT 11 

230 ^ a^tr 50 *iro Tj^ 5t ^ t 

«1ci % aiRiRqq ♦15fll»1^«ftH«:'i«[l2ra5T^f% Mt^1^*11 

alt? ^ ^ wnft, w^Tf?, Tte ^FRjm, ^f%7T aiTf^ % ^ Ti‘^ %2n ^ ^ 

3 ^^mihli wsrfMPm^ *iRi36 ^-^^m 02)m 1^ 

■8^ I#s?l % 315»7tirT % TRM-'^ % 3T?Rf?T ^ t^Hfdl ?RT^ Tw^id, f^''»ll$d % 31^^1R fsRT^ ^ 

^:j4l^o HT«<rf ^ M^TRf^ l^qi W t, fq^ifta ^ ^ ■^, afti ^i4Hld'^ % 8M<6<» | 4t #t 

^5 Tin?^^3Tf^T^ % ‘‘^’*^%1^500^10,000 7T^^^'£f^^Ic?Tm^3TTO^(lt^)^f^50f^>#m 

3^ 1000 fq>CT)HlH1st atfM^“dH ^H<IF qjel f stk **^*’ "RR 1x10^, 2x10^ ^5x10^ % f, ^ MH I rH<=6 IR ?te»Hc*1t6 

[1ST. ^5^'^-21(286)/2005] 

4t, 1^. <j>wiiiy|?i. luq 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1115. —Whereas thp Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic 
weighing instrurnent (Platform type) with digital indication of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) of series “ SCAP” 
and with brand name “Scale Tech” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Scale Tech 
Instruments, Plot No. 32/K/8, Shivaji Nagar, Govindi, Mumbai, Maharashtra and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/05/1116; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) 
with a maximum capacity of 500 kg. and minimum capacity of 2 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 100 g. It has 
a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply;. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and Model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and perforrdance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg. and up to 1000 kg with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value of IxlOS 
2xl0'‘ or 5x10^ where k is positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer 
in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has 
been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(286)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^ ^ ^ ^ ^ _ _ ^ __^_- - . . -- V -- V _ --■ S A -TV 

^.arr. iii6,—^irp^fTTtw^ t^rr^ rrt«ih^rrt 5 w 

”3^ ^ WZ 3^k RN qp^ 1976 (1976 ^ 60) ^8^ W RP qpT^ 

(RT5^^aT5*te)f^, 1987%3q4^Tf%3^5?Fqta^k?q^^1RqmqTtt^mRTR3T%T^31^^ifq^ 
w<fa ^RR aftr MUr^fdqf ^ ^Rcn t^; 

m: 3RI w^\ 3^ arfij^raq ^ trm 36 ^ 's^^m (7) aflr (8) ski ?7!?fT i?ir*f4t ^ yqtq 
%., 20/294, Tftfw, ^ePT, 3?t T 637003, ^ f¥% q83?tr w«fm (-q^rnfm ^-iii) ^ 

»?i3^% ai4*niR^d 4H«h<ui (i«<cri<iT4 11^) f^rq%^qjT‘qR**^Wq’’ t 

(f^ " 3 ^ TO qq? t) 3 fk ar^qt^ ^ /09/05/502 fro w f, 

yqiWNil '3fKt aft^ y'Shlf^rd TOft t; 

SRTOf^ t?r^3TOnf 'SITO ^) 11 37fTOR? ^RRTT 

30 f^.TIT. 3||T'5?jq<RT 100 TH. I Rr^NH RNRH 3TRRI^ ("f) ‘^ RRI TUR I ^R^ 1^,«6 3qil*i^^»i ^(Vci ^ n*l^«»5l RrT 

^sqro^qicR^ «nf^ t 1 WR (1^^ i ^) Vi^ citgR qfim i H 4M<rv[d TOT 11 4Meh|U | 

230 qiw, 50 yr^Hioiaf %mi "SPIR «hi4 RRcH 1^ 1 



Wff^M'M RRh ^^ ^Rt^^R^ Rt 1 toI 

^ «TRT36^ WM (12) R^RtWTOftt % 

4^ HT»d % ai:jqt«?d %TR rrtto % 3?c% br) fqfdHfdi ?:Rr^ fron, ft'^ % st^rr “3Rt ^nRift % f^R^ ar^qtl^ 
RfR^ ^ fqqfR I^RTT RRT t, ^ ^ '^, R«n«f?n 3^1^ d>l4MMH % IfRTOr Rt #t 

100 ftf.m^ 2 m?ra>/* 4 ’' RR% %i.ioQ10,000 Rt^im rirri^ 3 rrt?t (x^q) ajft^ 5 mRT' 3 R^ 2 flf«Rr% 

”I”RB%500 10 , 000 ^^Tf yfqrqqRPR^RT so f%#RlR'dR> R»t arftlTOT 3fl7 RBlxlO^ 

2 x10* RT SxlO* %■ Rt RRIcR^ RT RT % RR5^ ^ I 

[R5T. 1?. ■5^RR-21( 137)/2005] 
Rt. It TOn^» fq^RRf, Mrrt rtr 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1116. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described m the said report (see the figure given below) Js in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accu«’ate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic (Table 
top type) weighing instrument with digital indication of series “DST” of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) and 
with brand name '‘DEEPAM” manufactured by M/s. Surabi Engineering Co., 20/294, Premier Stop, Kallai P.O., Calicut- 
637 003, Kerala and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/05/502; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of 100 g. The verification scale interval (e) is 5 g. It has a 
tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare eflect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg. with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg. to 2g. or with verification scale interval (n) in the range 
of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of IxlOL 2x10“ or 5x10“, k being a positive or negative 
whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the .same principle, design 
and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(137)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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1117.—%^ t%r%?T ^ ^ 31 ^ l^raR ^ ^mwh ft wt % 

■ 3 ^ ■^‘ ■qtSrf (■#% ^ 'T^ ^') W ■'TN ■qiw 1976 (1976 ^ 60) ^«n W 3 ?It 

(■qfs^ 375 %^) fm, 1987 % -39^^ % 31^^ 13fk ^ % fif> ^* i MK 3rqtn grqfir '35RTifeT 

W«hTT ■qftfMNf ■^‘ 3r^ ^R?TT T^; 

3mt, 3T^, WT3rf¥^'^«iRr36‘^'39«nTr(7) (8) sna9if4ri4f ^ 3 rI^^ ^ 

'g;Tf^ %„ 20/294 3rtRnR wr, ^ft art <=bMl‘6<d-637 003, SRt t^rftTT Tim -zWI^RtT (wehn ■qrf-ni) ^ 

**s1i<<hh 1 '* «jl5cqT % 3T^ cf^ (■'^3wf 31^) % '^ffe^ ^ ^ 

i (^'?31^*^31%TT?^'35RTT1T^ wwt) 3^ 37T^ 1^^/09/05/503 Wt, 

yHI'4-'q^ ’STITi’ 3^R yobifVM % I 



"3^ "qr^ Tq<j)fn 3r55R ^ 311^11% (i«ie1<iTH 31^) cT^ 11 ^^1^ 37R7^7R ^FT3T 

1000 %.TJT. • 37 k -4idH ^R3T 4 %. TJT. 3JT^%! ^rMim HIMHH 3i?1<ld (i) ^‘*71^200 TIT. t llg^'1^371 ^ f^^4> l 

im yfq^fa oqqoticinrH^h «nft7T 37T^q'^c^i 11 37W’3m^'5T%^ (l^^'^) 3f^ 

230 '50 yrMI<l<d1 mu 37^ tr ^ 11 

^iRhm ^ % 37fM^ WN ^ 

3^R%^^77W7'3^37f1^Rm^ %7Rr36'^'3q%7Rr (12) sna 37^7Fte7f^3R7h'^^'271? % 

"3^ %37^4t<H%'5H3Rm-'q^%3%r|(^3^fqR7T7f7n^-377t%5I3, fe5TI5q%37^77R3^R^■77T*7?^t^ 37jHtf^^ 

^RftW‘ w%, fqrRrf^ jfiaw#'^, ■!q«n«hTT % cft^n p 7 <y 7 oi ^ 5 3 Tt. "^n 

3 Tf«R> % ■rpt %500 10,000 ■^' TTc^rm "qn 50 ^ 5000 %. tjt. ir^ §F7 ?tt f 

3fR 1 X 10^ 2 X 10^ '^n5 X10^ % f, f ? 

' [9ir. ^.^5^-^-2l(l37)/2005] 

11. 




2494 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MARCH 25,2006/CHAITRA 4,1928 


[Part II—SEC.3(ii)] 


New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1117.— Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (See the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections <7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of self indicating, non¬ 
automatic, (Platform type) weighing instrument \vith digital indication of seri^ “DSP” of Medium accuracy (Accuracy 
class-lll) and with brand name “DEEPAM” manufactured by M/s. Surabi Engineering Co,, 20/294, Premier Stop, Kallai 
P. O., Calicut-637 003, Kerala and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/05/503, 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based weighing instrument with a maximum capacity of 
1000 kg. and minimum capacity of 4kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 200g. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent 
subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing results. The instrument 
operates on 230 \blts and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply; 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg. and up to 5000kg and with number of verification scale interval 
(n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g, or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10*^, 2x 10*^ or 5x 10^ k being the 
positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-2l(137)/2()05] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrolog>' 
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1118 —^r nO-q w<w^ Miftw i O sk i ^ 9^^ fi^i ^ wt 

'^* 3nf)1^'^[^) W 3?ht'*Tn’nw 1976 (1976 ^60) ^«IT W a^h[ HTW 

(■iferf ^ 3T5*j^) 1w?, i987%'g^<lf%gT^t ^n i g n ^ 3Ritn^3Tq^ ^ 

5t^ni 2^ MVr "if <jh^«w 3TO*t 

%P#4^n5Fn; ■35RT3lf¥WT^«1TO 36^'5H-t1TO(7) sfk 3H-«1TO (8) ^3R3 !i!ri^4f ^TlilVl 
^Flf tap. 'SfT. %, 26/3, api# '?>0<;NI<;-121004 ffeiTO ?111 “^Frf-2 

( ««w<) % MT-6(ri apf, 4li^ apl »tl*i * * *ii<iI-2 '^/09/05/678 «*i3^(ifm f^<4l ’’Tan %, 

^ 3frc t i 



4't<l ^Ts<r1 ‘^Mi4R.R«<ln ^5^(rl, fS'sici ■*TRt % Tt4)*l 'ptt ^crll f^n<«l 'T? ^ I ^ 

^l1%?T <^iRi*6 10 ft. ^. 95 «(8<1 atrftWT aflFIcH999.99 »|f^ 10-20 '^. 

iftr fw 11 w 1w?, 

[ m 21 (162 )/2005 ] 

1^. frwn^, ftt?T^, ftft^ "RN ft^ 


740 GI/06—10 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1118.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (See the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of dispensing pump 
(mechanical type) of “VARYA-2” series with brand name “VARYA.” (herein referred to as the said Model), manufactured 
by M/s. Varya Fuel Tech. Pvt. Ltd., 26/3, Kail Gaon, Mathura Road, Faridabad-121004, Haryana and which is assigned 
the approval mark IND/09/05/678; 



The said model (see the figure given above) is a dis^nsing pump used for the measurement of petroleum 
products like petrol, diesel as the case may be. It is hand operated mechanical dispensing pump with analogue 
indication. Its maximum volume is 999.99 litre with 10 ml. smallest division and maximum speed 10-20 litres per minute. 
It consists of 4-piston positive displacement meter along with non-reversible mechanical totalizer. 

[F. No.WM-2I(I62)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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7 ■'TT^, 2006 

iftl.dir* 1119.—SKI Rnli ■*R f^'^K ®h<^ % ^* 11 ^ 1*1 *mi "il 1% 

W W 3^k RTT 3Tf«?^«?JT, 1976 (1976 ^60) ^«n W 3^ RF7 RPTSP 

(nT-stff ^ 1 ¥h, .1987 % f" ^ w ^ ^ ^T'Wit % % m'iiak ^ ■^‘ ^ hTs^h 

3m:. 3m.%^^RTO; Wtr36^WTRr (7) ^ WIKT (s) ski W ^ M^*\ ob<^i ^ 

3nf^ 108/109 |fft ^ 3 tt8r, ife, lEjm -395004 -m ■q«iT«hn (wsim 

^ ^ ^ i^“30 * * ^ 3mmr 3R*T^rf^m '3H«h<.“i (Tm?R) % HTs<n ?iis 

(1^^ t) 3^kf^3T5ttof^3^^^^■^/09/05/696■RR5^fMf^W 

t, wir-9? ^ wt 1 1 

^wm 30 fy.Tn. 3 ftT ^Fmr 100 m. f 1 mm 3rrrt (^) 2 m. 1 1 stt^^cjch t 

^RmiT7m3rfir?m ihimf 1 3w 49> fiw’ls 5m?f ^^mi% i 

<JH9)<«I 230 3?^ 50 TR^WWff mi Tmm '«R ^ ‘Timr t i 



wiPkm ^ 3iRiR9fl flhMi'iyI ^ Tt^ % ^ fmm 'Sii^'ii 1 

3?^%^7Ryn; 7W?r 3Tfaft<IM i^<jRT36^39^(12) gm Trf^* ^ ^ ^’RtTW 

■ftp Wf % 3 iyft^ % TRT^“'W % 3 |fl^l<l "S# 1311 ftWRl, ^ j^K ' 3 ^^ " 3 ^ 'HIHiJl ^ 

Wf Ht*W f^Rf'"! ftl’m '^Rl 1^, PiPrffifl ''R«ll*|s!n 3^k % nltn^ 

^ ift.m.^sofir.Tn, w% *^' 100^5,000w% himhh 3ikioolR.mm 

gw^«rPwf% ’^’m»T%f^5,000 ^50,000TmnTTRTWT3RRmT (^) 50%. m. 7mr^3TfwR 

«*mT^f 3fk ’^’^1 X 10 ^ 2 X 1 (J^ T?T5 X 10 ^ ,% t,litWR^mTKqTW^T{aif?|»m7^ 

Em U'S«5^1?fr-2 1 ( 338 )/2003 ] 

it. V, ^W| l *iffi , r4^VI«6, 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1119.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues dnd publish^ the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of “VTA-30” series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) and with 
brand name “VELTRON” (herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Ajile Enterprises, 108/109, 
Hari Hari Society, B/H Bala Ashram, Katagam Road, Surat-395 004 and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/05/696; 

The said model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of 100 g. The verification scale 
interval (e) is 2 g. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative airrent power 
supply. 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of ^proval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg. and with number of verification 
scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 5,000 for ‘e’ value of Img. to 50 mg. and with number of verification scale 
iffier\’aJ (ii) in the range of 5,000 to 50,000 far ‘e’ value of 100 mg. or more and with ‘e’ value of lx 10^ 2x 10^ or 5x 10^ 
k tiie positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
wiili the :‘arne principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model haa been 
raasmiaciured. 

[F. No. WM-21(338)/2003] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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1120.—intend ^-3^ 

^ •RTSIJT 3T!^%f) ^ 3^ "*1^ ■mw 3^ftriWT, 1976 (1976^60) W ^ 3^ti: Wq tTHSF 

^ 3!T^Tqhr^) f^rq*T, 1987 % % 'Sr^fe>i{ ^ "str? rt'IFbri 1^ WTTRnr ii4y^i ^ 'S'w ^feci 

3TO:, ■3qRT3qf«lf¥m’4f5tt^ afftl WTRT (8) ^5flf^*lf ^3r%^ ^ 

%?^3fnf^ 108/109 idt^ ^/T^ TO! 3R19R, «6^KIW %, ^-395004 g T O W%r (W%T 

4HWI 1?W) 

(f^"qy^ S^KI H TSgT ^ 1 ^ ^ 4 11) ^^ 3T^^>«!:q 1%3q!^ "05■^/09/05/697 ^ 

f%n ■qFqr t, ar^jrtRfq ■jram-'q^ wd 3ff|q 3i^iftm 11 

•32m -Rfs^ -q^ aqrfrf^ ^') %t aqraT% aiwrfyRT (■'^zqq^f ijw) Rftm ^s^mp\ t i 

3 qfq 3 f?im 500 f2f>:TfT.2(fti: ^wm 2 tit. f i wcMiqn HNHrq (^) ^■qrq 100 tit. t 

% I^RTOTURT TrtriTRT mR<l "SHFI% I ychi^i «rM'4<in ( ^c1 ) TITT^f mR^^Iih <iMqf$l<fl «b{<ii % I 

^rqqRirq 230 aftT so Mcqraf?ff ^nrrf^^ ti^it^t ■qr^pr^ % 1 



- ^ «kk» I .-f^ r** I im |f\ I - - N f - V J*^ - - - N-\ -,\ S- ^ A -.XL . 

trdimM ^ 3q|dKoW[ H?1H ^ «r>q<i‘ipl ©qq^Kl ^ ^ici«i'q Hi TqiqT '=niM,»n I 

3^^^ T1WTT, "3^ TSRt ^Iirr 36 ^ ^HHTTI (12 ) ??Tr TRIH 7lf^‘^ T^ 

^2RT hTs^i % ■qqnnq-'q^ % ^ ■srft f^^iicT, % st^htt ■Hrft 32 W 

3igqt1% HfS^TTqq i^«nTTHl t, '3TTt ^^%T, H«TT%T ^ SRT^qi'Mq % n>6H 3H«h<tiI ^#t '3^ 5 TIT. 

HT-g^ 3qftI2fr%**’^**HTq%1^ 500 ^ 10,000 TP5 F%^t^* ^m^^ H r q HTqgjTRT^ (-qq) Td% 501y. TIT. ^ aqfilH? 3^ 1000 
%.TIT. W ^3qfTI2BTTH^rqmHT^f 3^^ Hpri X 10^ 2 X 10^ HTS X 10^ ,% f,#HHTRH^'qT‘^HT?H2FH7Tf2F)HT^ 
% ^H f 5 ^ tl 

[•qq. TT. W2iT^H-21 (338 )/2003 ] 

4 T^. Mw, M%THTq f%TH 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1120,—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of the self indicating, 
non-automatic (Platform type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “VPA-500” series of medium accuracy 
(Accuracy class-III) and with brand name “VELTRON” (herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by 
M/s. Ajile Enterprises, 108/109, Hari Hari Society, B/h Bala Ashram, Katagam Road, Surat-395 004 and which is assigned 
the approval mark IND/09/05/697; 

The said model (see the figure given below) is a strain gauge type load cell based weighing instrument with 
a maximum capacity of 500kg. and minimum capacity of 2kg. The verification scale interval (e) is lOOg. It has a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing 
results. The instrument opei, es on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply; 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereb>’ declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of same series with maximum capacity above 50kg. and up to 1000kg and with number of verification scale interval (n) 
in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of lx 10'^, 2^ 10'^ or 5x10'^, k being the 
positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(338)/20031 
R A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrolog>' 
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'5FT.3?T, 1121.—^’50^ "gRT Rh 1<1. "97 ^RfT^^IPT RRI ■! 

3?Rr RTR RTT^ 1976 (1976 ^ 60) ^STT W aftT RTR RTO 

^ 3T5*te) 1%^, 1987 % % 37^?^ t 3fR W ^ 7TWTT t % Wmi ^ ^ W '*feT 

"SHT^ 3 ;^ f«rf^ 

>>1(1;, 3?^, <5«K1 ^iRiPihm ®hl ^i<,i 36 '3'-t^i<i ( 7) 3i*|< ( 8 ) &KI ^"2t^ ^rf^RTRt ^iT 

■ 4 ^ "4^ ^fs^l, "^-l 1, «<l<ni'in 3lHli4d, % Pi^hd, 3TR^, "RIc^RTT, ^ f^f^CI '3^ R8lM<TT 

(■qsn«f?n «rf-II) ^‘'^'^3TT^-30^'’ 5j7§rW%3TR^7J^7#(T cft^ 3Mch<ui (i<McHerH t™:) %RT5^^, 

-^RgRiTRTR *RlgR** t (f^^’'5R%RTRT^WRfS5?T WRRTt) 3ftT^r^RtlTR ^/09/05/407 

^M:l^rv i ff RRT %, -3 R^ * te "gn^ wt 11 



'3R?r'Rf5^'(Rt^^'Rt RR ^ 3TmTfRT RRiR) cft^ 3M<*<u| f 1 

^RRTT 30 Rh.yi,3^^ "^RtTR ^RRTT 100 "RT. I "RrTRH 3T?RIeT ("^) RJT RTR 2 TIT. % I T^ 3TT^R^^H ^fVi % 

r^44<h( ■?RT yRl^lfl «4fl|4b<rlHW'ib 3TT^i^^c1i ¥RTR 11 y<611^1 '3?^^ '-SIMlS hRuIW "SR^lffia RRRT "11 

■SWTR 230 3f^ 50TI?qTR?ff RRT TPRR RT RRRT % i 

«ciP^‘l ^ ^ "^TWrl % f^ Tsft^ ^ flRJ% % f^ ^ f^RTT ■^jRRRT t 

3ft^ ^'sOm 3Tf%<Riq*i ^ ^TRT 36 3H^KI (12) SKITT^RT RR RR^ «hIhw|I chicfl % 

3RR ♦iTsd % 3T^pRtTrR % TTRR-RR % 3TR^ '3 Tt 1‘ fqPiHini "gRT '3 Tt1‘ RrSTR, ‘fesR^ % 3T^^ 3^ "STlt TRRTTt 'SRR 

3T3Rt^ -*#5^ ^ fSTqfiil RRl t, ^ # '^, Rsn^tm ^ <+l4HI<rH % <ft^ WF^UI ^ ^ ^ 

1 Ir.TIT. ^50fR.TnRR^% 100 ^ 5000 (TR>%^'^‘ 4T«WIMH HIHHH 3T(T7T^ (T^R) 3ftT TOO Ir. TIT. Rt^3RT^ 3Tf^ 

% ’RTR^f^ 5000^ 50,000 TT^Rjt^'^’^rMIHH RIHHH 3RT7I^ (1^) 77%^ 50 %. TIT. TT^3TftT^RTR ^TR^RT^f ^ 

*^* RTR 1 X 10^ 2 X Rr5 X 10^ % f, Rt RRTcRRTRt ^RTcRRT ^jyifRTRt'^IfR % 

[RR. 77. ^5S^1?R-21 (37 )/2005 ] 
Rt. 1 ^. <J»tu|l^ira, fR^TTRT, RTR 1 r^ 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O, 1121.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of ‘'MPI-30-T’ series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) and 
with brand name “Max Power” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Max Power India, 
D-11, Balaji Apartment, Near Hanuman Mandir, Amli, Silvasa, D & N. H. and which is assigned the approval, mark 
IND/09A)5/487: 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30kg. and minimum edacity of lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 2g. It has a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine for 
fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg. with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of Img. to 50 mg. and with verification scale interval (n) in the 
range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg. or more and with ‘e’ value of 1^10^, 2xl0'‘ or 5x10'^, where k is a 
positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the 
same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(37)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAM(X)RTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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1122.— ^<» ' K 'm, SK I "3^ ^ %’^Ty^'qg ^Pim•>1^! t % 

^ ^rf% ^RfSIPT 3n^^) W3?tT'*TN '*TH^3|f^#m, 1976 (1976 ^60) W W 3^yT ilTT-qFT^ 

( ^ f^PFT, 1987 % t 3?tT ^ W ^ Wm^ t (rIOWK 3ratn ^ 'ft "3^ ’ftS^T 

■*T«IT«ftn ftf 'STO'T T^; 

3T?T:, 3T^, = gir4 >r ^ W ^i^ W<<H ^ mi 36 ^'g^T-W(7 ) ^ T^-snU (8) 

^bdl’H ^ %o, '^■?To 10/1^, ^Sft*ft^-410203 1^1^ ^ ftfift?! (''*I*11*ftn ^-III) ‘‘ 1^^ ^^2 ** 

% 'bl?4r!l ^ (VrllfW**)) ^ HlHi*^ % HT'Sd '91^ "*51 ** «r«ni«-’^^ftr 1^ 

31T^ T^ ^/09/05/518 ^ t, 3Tg^ft^ IRR -soft 3ftT TRRTf^ 



^iwft 11 aftr f^H< 8Nn; Tmt Him % 'ft iraftr W-t 'jftr ■3?«^ 

^ ^ ^fea 15 2 fir, Tft. ^ w^ %'Rm% Tmh i \ m % i 12 ftr. ^-^rsioAS 

1ft.-ift. 11 ^3!fWRlOTtft., Isfth-RlSTft.-ft l00Tft.TraT%'3WRfttl 

['PT. U W^T^-21 (95 )/2005 ] 

ftt. T^, ’ITT Ift^ 


740 GI/06—11 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1122.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to ii py me prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of Fiber Glass (Plastic) 
tape measure of “KLAS LT-2” series, (Accuracy class-III) and with bmad name “KLAS” (hereinafter referred to as the 
said model), manu&ctured by M/s. Klas Thpe Co., Plot No. 10/A, Khopoli-410 203, Distt.-Raigad, Maharashtra and 
which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/05/518; 



The said model is is Fiber Glass (Plastic) tape measure used for measurements where the use of rigid length 
neasure is not convenient or practicable and also used for measurements of buildings, roads, timber and timber 
products and for other similar measurements but not for measurement of land, storage tanks, fermentation vats and 
other similar measurements of length 15m with 2mm graduation. The has a with of 12mm and thickness of 0.45mm. 

The range of maximum length of the tapes is 5m, 10m, 15m, or multiples of 5m up to 100m. 


[F. No. WM-21(95)/20051 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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w T?fSi?r ^M ^) arftrfwi, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) w w 3?k -^in 

'^*R, 1987 %^^%3ff5^t vt 

^*^«IT«^?^ T^hir "Wmh ^ 4h^^ki 

anT:, W3Tf<?fTO^«iro36^ (7) 3 ^It wmi (s) 5nPM4(^ y4tn 

3n5%J ■5^# 72 3FW TT^f, W, '#^-600017 ^ ■W«hfT w\ 

(z^«n«Rn^-ll) TW^“T^-at*’ 8 m«6t«i •jfrr) 

(^ WWt) 3T3%«Tf^3n^irr'^/09/05/649 

%qTwt, ipTM-'q^T ^ ^ t; 

W»?TsHi;r^ ^3nVTft?T3(R^^l%T (%SJ^T^3ra>R^) ifrpH 8M4j<«111a^fqWT 

^f*T?rr 220 TJT.^SWITf 100 TIT. f I ■HWH4 ''TT'TRH <lT?|<,|<r1 (i) '?RI'«fR 10 Rt.TJT. % I 13r®l> STl^n^cn'i f W 

irfHW <^q»<rHWaH tffftff TWiaT t ( M^blV i 8<^4» gl4lg (1^1^'^) nRu r W ‘ 8M grf$T ff ^< n 11 •gW°T 230 

501?^ «rRi in^ wf ^8Rm 



wP^i ^c % % 'SiRrftiw '*nflt^ ^ ^®wr8TCf % ^ Rn^ 'ft R^*i( i 

gfk, w3ftvftm^qm36^^89^ (12) m y Rw4f -q^ M - ^ lTf % 

■3«RI %|^3FlFr-'9?I% viftl'^ffl 8^1 ftiRfHi'fll gKI 8^ fHJBTO, % oi^tik 3ft( otfl ^u^ivfi ft, ^T^TftftTfT 

T#5^ RiRfftf'fl Rp^ W ft, 3# ^j^RTT % ftft ftt ftv, 3ft( HRpf'II^Pf % «'i'*i«i 'ft ftfft ''jft 1 fft. TIT. "ft 

50ftT.TTWW% *t 100 ft 5,000 7rap%^^ ilWIHH H I ^M T ^ mm (V^) ^ 100 fft. TIT. gTfiiy% 

'1R% 1^5000 ft 50,000 TTPrftp^"ft (•qr'T) ft?!?!?! TTfftP 50 ftp. TIT. W^lit apftl'PIP^ IFRIT^ ft afk *i* 'RH 

1 X 10^, 2 X 10* ^5 X 10* % ft, ftt ^’UW^F^ ?ll«IIWab' 'jpiftp^ TJf*! % ft I 

[■951. ft. ^i5^T^*T-21 ( 85 )/2005 ] 
ft. 1^. ^TwiT^ffr, ftft?r9P, ftsfftT^r-JTRft?^ 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1123.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model desaibed in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of aj^roval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of “AJ” series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) and with brand 
name “ALFA” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s, Alfa Weighing Solutions Private 
Limited, New # 72, 1st Floor, Habibulla Road, T. Nagar, Chennai-600 017 and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/05/649; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 220g and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is lOmg. It has a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
results. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power supolv. 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Furthci; in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the (Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make and performance of same series with maximum cecity up to 50 kg. and with number of verification 
scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 5,000 for ‘e’ value of Img. to 50 mg and with Number of verification scale 
ini^erval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x io'‘, 2x 10“ or 5^10“, 
k bpiiig the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufectuier in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
maruifacrored. 

[F. No. WM-21(85)/2005] 
P. A, KRISHNaMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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«CT.3IT. 1124,— 

w fHti “^fSpr ■*#5^ (^ ^ ^*) w sflr •*tto ^rf^dwr, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) ■*ih^ 

(itfs#* ^ 3T5*te) f^, 1987 373 ^ t 

wghnyrr^Tit^gft^firf^ ^q i ijqn «h<d i i^* \\) 

3T77:, 37^, ti<«t>i<, 3«w 3Tf^Pi<i*i VTtT 36 ^ 3 M^ki ( 7 ) 3flT '^’T^TRI ( 8 ) "SR111^ 

37^ Mi§^i 72, "m, ^ w, '#^-600017 ?ri ^ 

('q«n«j7n^-lll) ^*‘R'«d37tRR” <'jwr%3T^i^^T%?T^*!7r:^3^, 3T^*rgTf^7it^'3W77Jr(%sr^T^m3ra5R).%Rif5^ 
f^TO«PTTO^^‘’37^"t ( f^^ HT€<ri »g l m t) 3flTf^ 373J7t7pTf^37T^'Q[n^/09/05/650 

1%^ RRT t, 373 * 7 ^^ TRTJI-'^^ "^ird 3flT JiSRifVlil ^®RRft 11 



^47T * 7 ) 4^1 ^ ^ 17^ ^ MR ^ 37iyrRfl Tlt^ i^ | 37f^7^>7R ^7R!TT 30 %.Tn.3flT ^TRTTT 

100 TTT. f I ^TTT'TFTFT RTTOTT 377!<W rf) W RF 5 TIT. 11 flT^ 1^^ 37(«J«73MH t f^W'4»I '?m afffVIfl «r«7<5fj^ilW'ift mfcr 
377^-<73WTJIRI^ % I y^ilVI <JM44> 4|4)5 (1^'^'^) 'Sr!r?f mRuHH ■3q^f$I7T "^RTn f" I HH^Tq 230 3ft7 50 MWI«lflT 
«iro im RT ^ WT11 

WIRhM ^ 37RlR4fl RlrfH ^ ^hMd'iyl «7eici(|’ %^ ■OTT^TT I 

3^ 47<4»K, W 37f%lf57^ ^m!(36 ( 12 ) ^ Sf4Rl ^4R7^ ■ 31 ^"* 1 !? ®it«l''ll ’t’ 

’Tf*^ % 3734^^*7 % ^ «MI«m!| % ■3# ftRlHifll 5RI "3# fe'SII^H % 373?Tt^ 3ftT '3’Fft WIHUl llRT^ 373»7tf^ 

”*71^^ PimWi Wt, RiPiftn "3# ^J’SIWI %'^'^'^, '*T«7T«f7TT 3?k 4>r*f'n7?(H % iftW TP7®R’4 'fl‘lif*t”3^ 5 UT. '*7T'3TT^ 
500^ 10,000 Tnir%^^ HIHHH 3T7R1^ (1^!7) T7ft?T 300 ft),TIT. 7Wr^37f^7«RTR aSTRITT^ 
f 3?h[ *i* '»TPT 1 X 10* 2 X 10* "qT 5 X 10* % f, 'ITt «HI(H«b '*7T ?I4«IW*h "iyif^h ’*7T^^7 % f I 

[^. H'S*5^T^-21 ( 85 )/2005 ] 

it. yto fi ^fS , W 74 ? RTH Rtwi 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1124.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate seiyice under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by'sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic (Table 
top type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “APOS” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-ill) and 
with brand name “ALFA” (herein after referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Alfa Weighing Solutions 
Private Limited, New # 72, 1st Floor, Habibulla Road, T, Nagar, Chennai-600 017 and which is assigned the approval 
maik IND/09/05/650; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30Kg. and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5g. It has a tare 
device with 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing 
result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg. with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for ‘e‘ value of 100 mg to 2g or with verification scale interval (n) in the range 
of 500 to 10,000 for 'e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 x 10\ 2x 10'^ or 5x 10^ k being a positive or negative 
whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design 
and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(85)/2005] 
R A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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eET.STT. 1125.—t^I^d 'glTT "SR^cT 

W ^r ^5rf% -RTS^ (^ ^ STlff^ ^) W a^t7 titt -m^ 3fffyf^, 1976 (1976 60) rT«n W allT flFT -qR^ 

(■qTS# ^ 3T^q)<H) IWT, 1987 % "3^^ % t 3?k ^ ^ f WTMK 3nitq ^ 31^f^ ^ ifeT 

3|tlJ MRR«<fo4t '3M^=K1 "51^ <t><.ai T^; 

3T^: 3T^ tl^ehll, "3^ 3flf^Pt4iH ^?RT 36 ■3q-^TRT ( 7) 3|tl[ (8) 1[TTT "SI^ 5flfVl4\ hmI'I 

Rrifnis, ^ 72, "qsw ^ "3^^, ^Hf^-600017 'gRT PlWn "q^^TTr ■q«Tr«f?n 

(•qsn«f^^-IIi) ^ iji§^ % 3T^ 3f^T^iRrid cit^ 3qcb{ui (cn^ 3j^) % 

■qfe^ ^■3m “3?^’* t ^ si^Vh 3n^ ^ 

^/09/05/65i I^Fmr "w t, ■^sn^ sfk y+if^ra 11 



Wtfer l^cb rci^rd'?t^'!7^^^‘^3n*1TfeT?Tt^3Tch<'Jlt I ^fTRIT 100 f^.TIT. 

2 1%. TTT. % I ^CMIM'I HIHHI'I 3mRT^ (■^) HM 20 UT. % I ’3TKlqcJ<n'l % PjI'H^til "^Tcf yRl^ld ^q<t>cl'1lrH«^i 

3n0^?3^’sr^m 11 ■5IW3 c^ 44) 34c{f^ld ^JTrllt I 230 sfk 50 

tIRI ■'R ob'l.dl % 1 

UlfH9 ^ % 31 RiR<W ^ 4i4'3^i o^ol^lif % 1^ tloF% % ‘^miTTT I 

alt^ 333 3Tf%jt^ 3RI 36 35t (12) ^ Vlfdd^l “33 ^ ^ ^ ^TW ^R3t 

t f^ 333 ifer % arjite % ^ -SPIM-Tm % 3T3>f3 3# 13M3T ^ 3# % SI^RK allT 3# -RTOTt 

31:iH)r<3 "ifer 33 l33f^ 1^ 33T t, f^PdPld 3# ^ 33T«f3t 3^k 3)l4MI(rH % 3M3)<u | %ft ^ ^ 

5m'3T3R^3ff33j%“'|” 313%'f^500^10,000 33^35tt3-^f-qR333^R1WT3i3R^(133)'?lfl^300f^.T3.33^3^3qfq33m 
^m3T'3T^t 3i^ “I” fTH 1 X 10^ 2 x 10^ "qT 5 x 10^ % f, ^ i^Hlrq<+ '31 ■'JOTf3T'3Tf I 

[33. ■??. ^^■Q?T-21(85)/2005] 
3^, ri^JJI3), rqf4'=h HIM 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1125. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the sSid report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of the self indicating, 
non-automatic (Hanging Scale) weighing instrument with digital indication of “AH” series of medium accuracy 
(Accuracy ciass-IIl) and with brand name “ALFA” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by 
M/s. Alfa Weighing Solutions Private Limited, New 72, 1st Floor, Habibulla Road, T. Nagar, Chennai-600 017 and 
which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/05/65i; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based weighing^instrument with a maximum capacity of 
100 kg and minimum capacity of 2 kg.. The verification scale interval (e) is 20g. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent 
subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing result. The instrument 
operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply; 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the'machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity upto 300 kg and with number of 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of lxl0'‘, 
TxKP or 5xl0\ k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been 
manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(85)/2005] 
P. A, KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MARCH 25,2006/CHAITRA 4,1928 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1126.—^Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the Hgure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic (Table 
Top type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “PC” series of medium accuracy (accuracy class-111) and 
with brand name “ELECTRO” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Weightronics, 172- 
173, M.I.E., Part-I, Bahadurg^h, Distt. Jhajjar, Haryana and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/05/608; 

The said model (see-the figure given below) is a strain guage type load cell based non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table Top type) with a maximum capacity of 30 kg and minimum capacity of 100 g. The verification scale 
interval (e) is 5g. It has a tare device with 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) display indicates the weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternate current 
power supply; 



In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10000 for ‘e’ value of 100 mg to 2g or with verification scale interval (n) in the range 
of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value IxlOS 2x10’' or 5xlOS k being the positive or negative 
whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance of with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(17)/2005] 
P. A, KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; MARCH 25, 2006 /CHArrRA 4,1928 


[Part II— Sec 3<ii)] 


New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

8,0. 1127.—^Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of non-automatic weighing instrument 
(Person Weighing Machine) with digital indication of “MZ-150C” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-111) and 
with brand name “ASCORT” (herein referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Ascort Digital, No. 318, 
3rd Floor, Relief Shopping Centre, Near G.P.O., Relief Road, Ahmedabad, Gujarat and which is assigned the approval 
raarkINDy09/2006/93; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell non-automatic weighing instrument (Person Weighing 
Machine) with a maximum capacity of 150 kg. and minimum capacity of 2 kg. The verification sgale interval (e) is 
lOOg. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices and model shall not be changed in terms of its material, accuracy, design, circuit diagram, 
working principle etc. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 100 kg. and upto 
200 kg. with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value 
1x10^, 2xl0S or 5xl0‘‘, k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 


[F. No. WM-21(182)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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[Part II—SEc3(ii)] 


New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1128.— Whereas the Cehtral Government, after considering the report submitted’ to it by the 
prescribed authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in 
conformity with the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards 
of Weights and Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy 
over periods of sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic 
weighing instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of “AS-JP” series of high accuracy (Accuracy class-II) 
and with brand name “APPOLO” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Appolo Scales 
Mfg. Company, Choottuvely Jn. S.H. Mount-Post, Kottayam 686 006, Kerala and which is assigned the approval niark 
IND/09/05/549; 



The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) with a 
maximum capacity of 30 kg, and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 2g. It has a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing 
result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply; 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent from opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing 
instrument of similar make, and performance of same series with maximum capacity upto 50kg. and with number of 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 5,000 for ‘e’ value of 1 g to 50 mg and with number of verification 
scale interval (n) in the range of 5000 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg. or more and with ‘e’ value lxl0'‘, 2xl0'‘, or 
5x10*^, k being a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in 
accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has 
been manufactured. 

[F. No, WM-21(91)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1129.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues'and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic (Table 
top type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “AS-TB” series of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) and 
with brand name “APPOLO” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Appolo Scales Mfg. 
Company, Choottuvely Jn. S.H. Mount-Post, Kottayam-686 006, Kerala and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/05/550; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) 
with a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of 100 g. The verification scale interval (e) is 5g. It has 
a tare device with 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the 
weighing result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply; 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50kg with verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg to 2g or with verfication scale interval (n) in the range 
of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value IxlOS 2x10'^ or 5x10^ k being a positive or negative 
whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design 
and with the same materials with which, fte said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(91)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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New Delhi, the 7th March,. 2006 

S.O. 1130. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the Said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of the self indicating, 
non-automatic (Platform type) weighing instrument with digital indication of “AS-PT” series of medium accuracy 
(Accuracy Class-Ill) and with brand name “APPOLO” (herein after referred to as the said modeJ), manufactured by 
M/s Appolo Scales Mfg. Company, Choottuvely Jn. S.H. Mount-Post, Kottayam-686 006, Kerala and which is assigned 
the approval mark IND/09/05/551; 



The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based weighing instrument with a maximum capacity of 
1000 kg. and minimum capacity of 4kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 200g. It has a tare device with a 100 per 
cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing result. The 
instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) o‘F^ection 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing 
instruments of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg. and up to 5000 kg. and with number of verification 
scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of lxl0^ 2xl0\ or 5xl0S 
k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero manufactured by the same manufacturer with the 
same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(91)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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: ■trr^ 25, 2006/^4,1928 
7W4, 2006 

^.3ff. 1131.“%'^1^ 3jT, ^ "3^ 3^ ^ ^ 'W t % 

■i'Ki Ir^Tt^ «if®in hT'S<^ ('fl'^ ^ ^ 3f?T2pf^ «u<i MIM Hi'i®t> ^r^Pi*iH, 1976 (1976 ^ 60) ^®TT ^T2 3ft7 him HMoh 
( 351 3T5Rt^) 1987 % % 3T^ t ^ ^ ^ t % WmK ^ ^ -qf^ 

■2TSTT*f?!T 3ft7 t?rf^ MRff«rf^f4f ^ '3^ ^RrT 

3rT^, <H<«bi<, deKl SiftiPiHH '3>^ tHTT 36 '33-mTT (7 ) (8 ) gfH yqn sfiRKinl y'MiH ch<^ Ah^ 

3fRrft HHI|i<-4400l5 ITTT T^RnfAd ^??T«fcn ^ 

(W^^-III)^ "'5^^-60^” ^jig^ % 3|ch4> 4 T ^<^ I Tl^ K ) %Tfel ^, fs[^ 

9lT^3iTHm t Wt) 3fR 3TTf T^ ^/09/2005/l034 

w t, wn-q^r 3fR qqnt^ 11 



"33^ '<«t) 31^^i[cici hIcih <JMch<.'J| (^[^'4) ^ I 3Tf^chaH ^Hdi 60 zq % 3^TT '^•ioh ^Mni 200 f^F.Tn. % I 

^c M i q q q ? qq H (i) 10 TTW t \ arr^qg^ -gf^ t W qf^ tnftcf ^rr^qg^ qqig 

t( 335191 ■3rqv»f3i ^rqte (1^^ i ^) rTt#T qRunq iq^[f$RT WI11 333??^ 230 ^ 50 Tc^Iclcff «IRT 1^^ WT 

qrqn^qjT^rti. 

-wiRhh Mrl<i qft ^Itn % ^ifaR'w H^fni 35) % RriM, ^ f^qi '^lik.Hi I 


^ srf^ifqqq qfl «mr 36 ^ ^s^-m (12) m to ■ 9 if^ ^ 3 %i "3^^ 

aigq)feT "Rfe^ f^rfqqWi f^ qqr t, f^fnfAct '3# ^jia^ % ^ q«n*f3r aftr qn^qr^ % 3M3 )<ui qt ^ 

5t^TnqqT'3^3rf^35% 'f qH%%q.500 ^ 10,000 qr^im MIMMH (1^) 5 zq ^ 3?ft137 ^ 

150Zq33r35^3TRT35^^rq?Tr^t^ ‘^' qHl X 10^ 2x 10^ qr 5x 10^ % t, ^ t n i' rH3 5-qr3! 

% qqf^ 11 


[qq. R i:^qq-2i(i07)/2005] 
q. Wqqr qpT tq?H 
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New Delhi, the 7th March, 2006 

S.O. 1131 .—Whereas the Central Government, after coiftidering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with 
the provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby publishes the certificate of approval of the model of, non-automatic weighing 
instrument (weighbridge type) with digital indication belonging to medium accuracy (Acciuacy class-III) of “WB- 
60T’ series with brand name “VERTEX” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s Eagle 
Instruments & Systems, 3rd Floor, N.K.Y. Towers, Ajani Square, Wardha Road, Nagpur-440015 and which is assigned 
the ai^roval mark IND/09/05/1034; 



The said Model is a non-automatic weighing instrument (weighbridge) with a maximum capacity of 60 tonne 
and minimum capacity of 200kg, The verification scale interval (e) is 10kg. It has a tare device with a 100 percent 
subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode display indicates the weighing result. The instrument 
operates on 230 \blts and 50 Hertz alternate current power supply. The load cell is of strain gauge type. 

In addition to sealing the stamping plate, sealing shall also be done to prevent the opening of the machine 
for fraudulent practices. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (12) of section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instrument 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 5 tonne and up to 150 tonne 
with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of 5kg or more and with ‘e’ value 1 x 10^, 
2x10^, or 5x10^, k being the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved 
model has been manufactured. 

(F. No. WM-21(107)/2005] 
P. A. KRISHNAMOORTHY, Director of Legal Metrology 
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New Delhi, the 20th March, 2006 

S. 0 . 1133.—In pursuance of sub-regulation (5) the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certification) Regulations 1988, 

the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies the grant of licences particulars of which are given in the following 
schedule ; 

SCHEDULE 

SI. 

No. 

Licence Grant Date 
No. 

Name & Address of the Title of the Standard 

Party 

IS No. 

Part Section Year 

1 


3 

4 5 

6 

7 8 9 

1. 

7586495 

6-2-2006 

Lister Peter India Pvt. Ltd., Constant speed 

Near Angaraj Water Park, compression (Diesel) 

32/2/5/1, Kondhwa (BK) engines for general 

Pune-411048 purposes (upto 20 kw) 

10001 

1981 

2. 

7589202 

20-2-2006 

Nakoda Silver & Gold Gold & Gold Alloys, 

AbhushanPvt. Ltd., Jewelleiy/Artefacts— 

602, Ganesh Peth, Near Fineness and Marking 

Kasturi Chowk, 

Pune^ 11002 

1417 

1999 

3. 

7589303 

20-2-2006 

Himatlal P. & Brothers, Gold & Gold Alloys, 

602/3, Ganesh Peth 0pp. Jewelleiy/Artefacts— 

Vishveshwar Bank, Fineness and Marking 

Pune-t 11002 

1417 

1999 

4. 

7590183 

1-2-2006 

\^deocon International Ltd., Room air conditioner 

14 km Stone, Paithan Road, (Part-1); Unitary air- 
Village Chitegaon, Taluka conditioners 

Paithan, District Aurangabad 

1391 

01 1992 

5. 

7590688 

21-2-2006 

Capital Commerce Pvt. Ltd., Asbestors cement 

E-25, MIDC Chikalthana, pressure pipes 

Aurangabad-431210 

1592 

2003 

6. 

7592894 

28-2-2006 

Apte Kanade Jewellers Pvt. Gold & Gold Alloys, 

Ltd., 613/14, Sevasadan Jewelleiy/ Artefacts— 

Bldg., Sadashiv Peth, Laxmi Fineness and Marking 
Road. Pune-411030 

1417 

1999 

7. 

7592995 

28-2-2006 

Ganesh Ramchandra Apte, Gold & Gold Alloys, 

1417 

1999 


873, West Mangalwar Peth, Jewelleiy/ Artefacts— 
Solapur-413007_ Fineness and Marking 


[No. CMD-i/i3; llj 
S. M. BHATIA, Dy Directoi General (Mrirks) 

20 2006 


3tT. 1134 ^ (TRrtH) 1988 % (s) (6) % ^ RPT^ 

i(d«^SKi ■^iRTT ^ f^fpr ■^rr^ ^ rr rri t;— 

_ _ 3^^ _ __ 


IP. 

n. 


Ril RTR ^ RtTT 

'TRcfht RptRr RiT 

frti SI 


1 

7483081 


Rmr 4984: 1995 

16-01-2006 



■ite 124, Rte ■q\«h=h, 3TPjf^ % f^fl^ tincq 

RT^RTT hTRiRr^R "If^m 

_ f^-»^<rgl^<-412261 _ 

[U rt^R^-1/13:13] 
TTH. RR. RlfeRT, 3R ("S^) 

New Delhi, the 20th March, 2006 

S.O. 1134.—In pursuance of sub-regulation (6) of the regulation 5 of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certification) 
Regulations 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies that the licence particulars of which are given below 
have been cancelled with effect from the date indicated against each :— 

_ SCHEDUUE _ 

Sr. Licence No. Name and Address of the Article/Process with relevant Date of cancellation 

No. Licensee Indian Standards covered 

by the licence cancelled 

1 7483081 Deepsagar Industries Gate 184984:1995 16-1-21X)6 

No. 124, AtPostChokak,Taluka High density polyethylene pipes 
Hatkanangale District for potable water supplies 

_ Kolhapur-412261 _ 

|No. CMD-1/13 : 13] 
S. M. BHATIA, Dy. Director General (Marks) 
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^ ^ 4i->r r ct^i 

21 2006 

3TT. 1135-— g5^ ^ 3?fe ’ ^^v jT M l f lT cIl^ST (sjJ^ S^^fTaT ^ 

I 

artircPR ^ 3Tof5T)31^lfcrq7r, 1962(1 962 g>T 50) (f^ 3cRT 

aif^rf^RRT ^ <jrzrr t)s^ tm 3 gSt ot-sirt ( 1 ) ^ arefl^ oTT^ g§t arRcr ^jrzpr ^ 
^^cRiar a?hr ^ <R3n^ arf^riofr ^f5?Fr gsroarro 3500 , crrJter 

26, f^RRSR, 2005 ^ , crfllcf5n| ^TTS^ %o5r^ ^ ^cRS^^ZTWc^ c!g5 

a?fe ftfcT^W-^ ^ §Tg>& cra5 ^^rfcTHRf 3cm^ tTfeTFST ^ 3f!^ ^pfqfersf 

'SRJ UTfQen^ ffert ^ OTjuR ^ 32RT 3?fir;gjro!T ^ TrcOT ^ 

3jflT ^ 3nqRto atfteR ^ arofor ^ anr^ sir^m ^ yi'croii gSt e(t 1 

a?fe 3 cRT c^ pf^ vRcTT crrto 27.10.2005 g^ cTctcT^ g^r ^ 3 T# eft 1 

aft^ 3grT aftirf^raw gRr 6 3 p crra ( 1 ) ^ ^ yif^chiil ^ 

^rcpr: g^ arq^ t ^ t 1 

^rzcpR gsT aarT i^qt€ f^w gs;!:^ ^ q^gicT ^ ^ arar f 

f2T Bcraar ag^ ^ f ^fcrff ig ^ anrzftar ^ afttoi? gsr aiofor 

uTRT qrfl:!? I 

3RT: .arg, ^jftg TOcgR,acRT arflifSRm g^ gm 6 g^ aq-eiRT ( 1 ) sr^r pgcrr ^ftcferat gq 

TPftar ep^ ^ ^ tftguii ?p^ f ic>5 ^ aiflr^jRT ^ ^fcRoT arg^ ^ sgtr 

^ qri$gcir$qi forsrt ^ aqaftar g>T aifto? aft^ Icpgrr uTRit t I 

ej? m^u , 32 RT aftM^RRT g^ ort 6 ^ ag - strt (4) srt pgcrr ?ft^frejt 

g5T peftar gR^ gg gfS ^ t agg sj^t ^ aggrtar gsr afttrasR ^ 

ycPRToT c^ cTT^ 7RcpR ^ fcffl'd ^ c^ ^Taft f^wftrwf ^[ger 

?tgR fOfgifl afftTH cj 5 Txf 1 %?TgT ^ ^ I 
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aic^cpi : 



trfftr ofnJT 



ofSR' 

2 

3 






sm g«jf 



[^. <3TR-25011/14/2004-3ft.3(m.-l] 

Ministry of Petroleum & Natural Gas 

New Delhi, the 21st March, 2006 

s. 0.1135^Whereas, by a notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 3500 dated the 26®^ 
September 2005 issued under sub section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of user in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), 
(herein after referred to as the said Act) the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the 
transportation of petroleum products from Chennai to Madurai via Tiruchirapalli 
and Sankari in the State of Tamilnadu, by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public 
from 27.10.2005; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority in pursuance of sub-section (1) of 
section 6 of the said Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 


And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is 
satisfied that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired; 
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Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user 
in the said land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby 
acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in 
:he said laiid shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the 
date of publication of this declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free 
from all encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Taluk ;KALLAKURICHCHI 

District: VILLUPURAM 


state : TAMILNADU 

Name of the Village 

Survey No. 

Sub-Division No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

N0.129 KARUNGULI 

174' 

8 

0 

12 

60 

N0.117 NAYINNARPALAYAM 

215 

1B 

0 

00 

88 


215 

2 

0 

03 

04 


141 

3 

0 

0 

ro 

30 

NO.106 PETTASAMUDRAM 

191 

7A 

0 

00 

66 


191 

8B 

0 

01 

63 


86 

1 

0 

02 

74 


[F. No. R-25011/14/2004-O.R,-I ] 
S. K. CHITKARA, Under Secy. 


■^i 21 2006 

3TT. 1136.— ^ alt? ^ ^ 

3Tf^Icl5r? cpr 3T^)3rfM^RT3T, 1 962(l 962 50) (f^ 3clff 

cpft trjt %)ci§f tot 3 ^ stt-tot (i) ^ orrJt ^ ' sv ^ ^ 

aft? y i <jfcicp ^ ^toTTcTST arf^^cioii cj^tostto 3501, cnfter 

2 6, 20 05 ^TTCT , dDleldi^ ?T^ ^ ^ ^ 

sfn §fcf5^t cT^ scMlyl ^ ufJcj^of ^ 4^^ arfsm 

^fT?T m^Udl^d ^ yijiold ^ 3c?fT ^ ^ 

^ ^ sxrohiT ^ artlrepT? ^ 3i^ # arrfrzr eft 1 

aft? -sm arf ^j^do Ti yfcraf uioidi cn^t^ 27.10.2005 epf ^ jtt# eft I 

aft? 3cifr 3Tf£j^ra?T cift tot 6 ^ 3xt tot ( 1 ) # ai^a^ui ^ ^ 

TRcpT? arcrett % €t % 1 


740GI/D6—14 
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afr? W 'sm m '<35^^ ^ ^ ^JWTqTST ^ ^RIT % % 

^ 3lft l^r|c1l ^ ^ ^ 3tRib7 ^ 37fel5R cl>r STufe f^?27T 

tn%II I 


3IcT: 3T5r, ?RHRTr,3cfff 3TfHjte7T ^ 6 ^ ^3^-^m\ (1 ) ^ ^ 

TRTtTJT ^ ^ Ipquil t ^ iici«3'cT 3T^^ ^ 

ajf^ ^ mfqciTfsr ^ 3^23^1 cpt 3 if^ f^ysfr uttctt f I 

^ , 3 cl^ 3 lf^ 2 I 3 T ^ fiTRT 6 3 q - ETTCT (4) ^ 

CPT y2f[^ c5^ gg ^ f^§T ^ t 3clfr d 3Q2!>3T cl>r Slf^m? f?T 3Tf^^^tJ«7ll ^ 
2^ cTF^W ^ ^JTJHPR ^ fcT%cT ^ c^ cTOTTST ^ ^cjrf 

ffe^ioT affzjH <*)UiT^A«>Tcr f^if^ 1 

3T^[^ 


^t c^ l : furl HI : c\\tn<mcr\ : df^c^oTT^ 












— 

311% ^ cTT?T 





cJ3f 





3TR 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

^.60 

1 86 

5 

0 

0 0 

84 

1 86 

1 ^ 

0 

0 0 

6 8 

1 83 

5 

0 

0 1 

09 

' 

1 83 

6 

0 

0 2 

1 3 

2 37 

4 

0 

0 1 

0 0 

237 

3 

0 

02 

30 

2 37 

2 

0 

0 1 

84 

2 37 

5^ 

0 

04 

45 

238 

1 3T 

0 

0 1 

47 

233 

1 

0 

04 

4 1 

1 97 

1^ 

0 

0 3 

2 3 

1 9 7 

1 

0 

0 0 

5 1 

1 9 8 

1 

0 

1 1 

0 6 

1 9 8 

23T 

0 

0 1 

20 

1 99 

2 

0 

0 0 

8 8 

2 05 

1^ 

0 

0 1 

94 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

af .57 

an^nsrofte 

1 77 

1313 

0 

0 1 

55 

of .45 


1 43 

1 3T 

0 

07 

92 



1 57 

1 

0 

0 0 

72 



223 

7 

0 

1 0 

1 2 



1 1 8 

2 

0 

0 2 

00 

3f .47 


264 

23T7 

0 

04 

33 

3f .48 

arfei^JTgsssTiiffe 

52 

33T 

0 

1 9 

59 



52 

3W 

0 

0 2 

70 

cf .9 1 


9 

2 

0 

00 

93 



9 

3 

0 

0 1 

35 



52 

33T 

0 

1 1 

8 1 



52 

3M 

0 

02 

66 

5f .37 

<a1§diot§fiRi 

80 

2W1 

0 

0 1 

96 

sf .49 

a^.ateTOTTc^^raFT 

2 

23n 

0 

06 

7 5 



4 

4 

0 

02 

28 

sf .34 

f^nJTcr?3OT 

35 

2 

0 

0 1 

56 



35 

43T 

0 

06 

94 

5f .27 

<§gg5TgOT 

8 1 

5 

0 

05 

70 



^ 81 

7 

0 

0 1 

0 0 

sf .83 

Ucdmel^JT 

1 1 

2^ 

0 

0 1 

6 1 

Sf .29 

T^icdioicoj^ 

1 04 

1 

0 

1 1 

89 



1 0 2 

61?’^ 

0 

03 

72 



98 

4 

0 

0 7 

40 



9 8 

5 

0 

03 

40 








dloi^PT 


rji'cii t 

olltHtiKbci 

^lur^r : awci«fl§ 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 _5_ 

^ .84 

<h14<)m<h 

9 0 


0 

0 5 

55 



83 

- 

0 

0 3 

96 



85 

2 

0 

00 

89 



78 

2 

0 

0 1 

56 

3f 93 


78 

2 

0 

00 

89 



79 

1 5%tr 

0 

02 

0 0 
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____ _l _^ 

1 3 


1 


^.51 4 7 

1 

0 

03 

3 1 

45 

2^ 

0 

0 5 

5 3 

^.52 14 

1 ^ 

0 

04 

1 9 


^-25011/14/2004-iflt.3m.-lJ 


New Delni. the 21st March, 2006 

s.0.1136.—VVhereas, by a notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 3501 dated the 26^^ 
September 2005 issued under sub section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of user in land) Act, 1962: (50 of 1962), 
(herein after referred to as the said Act) the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the 
transportation of petroleum products from Chennai to Madurai via Tiruchirapalli 
and Sankari in the State of Tamilnadu, by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And, v\/hereas, copies of the said notification were made available to the public 
from 27 10.2005; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority in pursuance of sub-section (1) of 
section 6 of the said Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is 
satisfied that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to 
this notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore. In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user 
in the said land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby 
acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in 
the said land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the 
date of publication of this declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free 
from all encumbrances. 






25, 2006.^4, 1928 
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SCHEDULE 

Taluk : Rasipuram 

District: Namakkal 


state : Tamil Nadu 

Name of the Village 

Survey no. 

Sub-Division no. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

1 

1 Sq.mtr 

1 

2 

3 

4 

s 1 

S 

t_ 

No.60 ESWARAMURTHIPALAYAM 

186 

5 

0 

00 

84 


186 

1B 

0 

00 

68 


183 

5 

0 

01 

09 


183 

6 

0 

02 

13 


237 

4 

0 

01 

00 


237 

3 

0 

02 

30 


237 

2 

0 

01- 

84 


237 

5B 

0 

04 

45 


238 

1A 

0 

01 

47 


233 

1 

0 

04 

41 


197 

1E. 

0 

03 

23 


197 

1G 

0 

00 

51 


198 

1 

0 

11 

05 


198 

2A ■ 

0 

01 

20 


199 

2 

0 

00 

88 


205 

1B 

0 

01 

94 

NO. 57 AYILPATTI 

177 

1A3 

0 

01 

55 

N045. MULAIPALLIPATT! 

143 

1A 

0 

07 

92 


157 

1 

0 

00 

72 


223 

7 

0 

10 

12 


118 

2 

0 

02 

00 

NO. 47 NAMAGIRIPETTAI 

264 

2A7 

0 

04 

33 

NO. 48 ARIYAGOUNDANPATTI 

52 

3A 

0 

19 

59 


52 

3B 

0 

02 

70 

NO.91.0. PACHUDAYAMPALAYAM 

9 

2 

0 

00 

93 


9 

3 

0 

01 

35 


52 

3A 

0 

11 

81 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

L 

5 

6 


52 

3B 

0 

02 

66 

N0.37 ODUVANKURICHI 

80 

2B1 

0 

01 

96 

N0.49 O.JEDARPALAYAM 

2 

2A1 

0 

06 

75 


4 

4 

0 

02 

28 

N0.34 SINGALANDAPURAM 

35 

2 

0 

01 

56 


35 

4A 

0 

06 

94 

N0.27 KURUKKAPURAM 

81 

5 

0 

05 

70 


81 

7 

0 

01 

00 

N0.83 ELLAPPALAYAM 

11 

2C 

0 

01 

61 

N0.29 PILLANALLUR 

104 

1 

0 

11 

89 


102 

6F 

0 

03 

72 


98 

4 

0 

07 

40 


98 

..5_ 

0 

. 03 

40 

Tatuk: Tiruchengode 

District : Namakkat 


State : Tamil Nadu 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

N0.84 MORANGAM 

90 

1C 

0 

05 

55 


83 

- 

0 

03 

96 


85 

2 

0 

00 

89 


78 

2 

0 

01 

56 

N0.93 PARUTHIPALLI 

78 

2 

0 

00 

89 


79 

15H 

0 

02 

00 


79 

15J 

0 

00 

40 

N0.91 THIRUMANGALAM 

47 

1 

0 

03 

31 


45 

2B 

0 

05 

53 

N0.92 KARUPPAOOUNDAMPALAYAM 

14 

1B 

0 

04 

19 


[F. No. R-25011/14/2004-O.R.-I ] 

S. K. CHITKARA. Under Secy. 

21 2006 

1137.“g5^ ^ 3fhr 23^^ XTT^^cITfcT (a^ ^ 3M'-at3T ^ 

arfticijR: ipt 3 Tof 3 T) 3 rflrfoRW, 1962(1962 ^ so) (fW TT^riTci :sm 

3rfl|feii1<H ^ ^ t)g5t fiJRT 3 clit 3^-£^R^ (l ) ^ 3TEft^ JIRit aTTJcT ^ 

Cls?f^il«H ^ 5I«^cb ^ TT^TTeRT 3lf^^r|cil cPTo31To 3502, cTT^ 

26, RhcI<wi^, 20 0 5 "ST^ , clT5icioll§ Tilu'tl ^ fcTSf^RT^Tc^ ^cp-i cf^ 

3fhf ^ §tcP^t cTcJ5 cJc<JI4l ^ ^ STT^ cJ5fqft?RT 

Wf^cTTfST y^&7^ ^ yii)af<7i ^ 3c?fT 3lf^R^m ^ ^ 

f^f^SlSe ^ ^ SlfeST? ^ STvjfoT ^ 3TXI^ 3TT?Rr cl^t ^ffW cl^t eft I 















[MFTII—11^3(ii)] ^ 25, 2006/=^4, 1928 ___2533 

^ 3^ arf^ - ^tfo fT g§^ urfWT orSTcTT ^ ?!T^ 27.10.2006 ^ 3qcT5pI gy2T ^ 3ri| I 

afhf 3cfcT srl^f^zTfl efTCT 6 ot fiTO (1) ^ 3T^'xH?u[ ^ 

^JRcPR cl^ 3Tq^ ^ ^ f ‘ I 

3?h: 'iRcfiR cm 3cIrT ^ ^ 'tT^tlTcT ^ 15T3W^ ^ ^FTT % 

fTT 3Tf^R5^ ^ ^cPci ^ ^^rfMfcc ^ atratar ^ arfsicfjR cpr 3T^ tcf?^ 

uTT^ tnfel? 1 


STcT: 3T^, c^ SIRT 6 ^ OT-eTHT (1 ) ^ y^ ^TfcffRjt cI5T 

y^ ^6?^ ^ ^ ijtorT yJTcft t ^ STf^rg^ ^ ^ fcil^Risci ^crt 

foTST^ c^ 3y^ y>T 3TftoT7 3 t 1^ oTTcTr f I 

^ ^ fcjj « 7 cf)R ,3yrT aitMofJW c^ SIM 6 3y - TOT ( 4 ) TOT yTOT §Tffefi 
yjT y^to TO^ ^ ^ f^?T ^ t ^ 3yrT ^ ay^u^ai yji STf^rysr? fH arfer^sff ^ 
ycBT5r^ gft ctt#2^ ^ toto ^ fSf%cT ^ yst optot uraft Ricx?iJRff ^ 

?tTO ff^gfpf affocT cjsftff^^TcT fM^r^ ^ golfer Ftarr I 

___ 


dlc^l : 3 iict|^_ ludc^l t ^^«tl 4 lvygT : ctl^cigil^ 


JiTcJ cjTT ditH 

Tlif cTSR 





f^«FTT 

^tsn: 

«ri'>l'-r>cn 


3Tr? I 

zrerf -jffej 

IIIIInfiSHI 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

m ,9 7 cidr!a«»^ 

1 0 8 

4or 

0 

0 1 

0 0 

cT 8 6 ^fcTznygf^fer 

1 4 1 

23T 

0 

0 7 

86 

CT.72 

48 

5 

0 

00 

40 


48 

6 

0 

04 

00 


48 

8& 

0 

1 2 

90 


48 

8^ 

0 

00 

9 3 


48 

8TTr 

0 

0 0 

6 0 


48 

8t?5T 

0 

0 2 

50 

^ .70 anccj? sracT 


cji^ tiUa GcTry5 

^.12 



9 

2 

0 

0 6 

3 1 



cJl^ tjtrs <seil<^ 

^.16 



1 4 

1 

0 

0 1 

40 


1 4 

2 

0 

0 2 

28 
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Zi_2_... _1 "T .,±. -LIa 





cfT^^ t?tf5 mrm 


. 1 9 




1'/. 

2 

0 


0 0 

7 2 




1:475 ScTTcf? 


. 1 7 




2 

5 

0 


0 0 

6 2 



1 

3. 

0 


0 1 

2 5 



3 

2 

0 


0 5 

57 

st . 51? 


3 2 6 

4 

0 


0 5' 

90 



3 2 6 

3 

0 


0 1 

7 5 



3 4' 

2‘ 5:3 

0 


0 5 

00 



342 

v? 

0 


0 1 

4 1 



3 42 

1 

0 


0 0 

96 



3 2 5 

'> 

0 


0 3 

36 



3 1 7 

1 

0 


0 1 

3 1 



40 3 


0 


0 2 

0 5 



40 3 

2 

0 


0 1 

1 7 

. A 5 


1 38 




0 4 

2 2 



1 3 8 

5 

0 


0 1 

0 8 



1 84 

5 

0 


1 8 

50 



1 84 

6 

0 


1 3 

6 2 



1 83 

1 0 

0 


1 3 

6 6 



1 8 7 

1 0 

0 


0 2 

88 



12 5 

3 

0 


0 2 

74 









rTTcJ^^f 


: 


2Tcr3T 

: df^cr 

IcTTl 

1 

2 

\ 3 

4 

7 

- ! 

6 

^ ,21 

311^ 

6 2 3 

23T 

0 


0 8 

26 



6 1 7 

23T 

0 


03 

44 



6 3 2 

- 

0 


38 

3 7 

^.22 


2 3 6 

2 

0 


1 0 

74 



2 3 7 

48 

0 


0 3 

46 



2 3 7 

49 

0 


0 0 

82 



2 3 7 

5 0 

0 


0 6 

0 0 



2 37 

5 1 

0 


0 1 

86 


[ ?T. -250 i !,' 14/2004 ■ 3Tt.3TK, ■ 1 ] 

Tijq. %, T'^cfTR!, -VpTT 
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New Delhi, the 21st March, 2006 

8,0.1137.—vVhereM, by a notification of the Government of India in ^e 
Ministry of Petroleum arid Natural Gas number S.O. 3502 dated the 
September 2005 issued under sub section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of user in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), 
(herein after referr^ to as the said Act) the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the 
transportation of petroleum products from Chennai to Madurai via Tiruchirapaiii 
and Sankari in the State of Tamiinadu, by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, copies of the said notification were made avaiiabie to the pubiic 
from 27,10.2005; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority in pursuance of sub-section (1) of 
section 6 of the said Act has submitted his report to the Centrai Government; 

And whereas, the Centrai Government, after considering the said report is 
satisfied that the right of user in the iand specified in the Scheduie appended to 
this notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
6 of the said Act, the Centrai Government hereby deciares that the right of user 
in the said land specified in the Scheduie appended to this notification is hereby 
acquired for laying the pipeiine; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Centrai Government hereby directs that the right of user in 
the said iand shaii instead of vesting in the Centrai Government, vest from the 
date of publication of this declaration, in the Indian Oii Corporation Limited free 
from aii encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluk: Attur District: Salem State : Tamil Nadu 


Name of the Village 

Survey no. 

Sub-Division no. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr., 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

NO. 97 NATHAKARAI 

108 

4B 

0 

01 

00 

NO. 86 DEVIYAKURICHI 

141 

2A 

0 

07 

86 

N0.72 VALAIYAMADEVI 

48 

5 

0 

00 

40 


48 

6 

0 

04 

00 


48 

81 

0 

12 

90 


48 

8K 

0 

00 

93 


^-- 

740GI/D6-15 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


48 

8J 

0 

00 

60 

48 

8M 

0 

02 

50 

NO.70 ATTUR TOWN 


Ward F Block No. 12 


9 

2 

0 

06 

31 


Ward F Block No. 16 


14 

1 

0 

01 

40 

14 

2 

0 

02 

28 


Ward F Block No. 19 


2 

2 

0 

00 

72 


Ward F Block No. 17 


2 

5 

0 

00 

*62 

1 

3 

0 

01 

25 

3 

2 

0 

05 

57 

N0.52 NARASINGAPURAM 

326 

4 

0 

05 

90 

326 

3 

0 

01 

75 

341 

2D3 

0 

05 

00 

342 

IE 

0 

01 

41 

342 

1G 

0 

00 

96 

325 

2 

0 

03 

36 

317 

1 

0 

01 

31 

403 

ID 

0 

02 

05 

403 

2 

0 

01 

17 

NO 45 SEEUYAMPATTI 

138 

4 

0 

04 

22 

138 

5 

0 

01 

08 

184 

5 

0 

18 

50 

184 

6 

0 

13 

62 

183 

. 10 

0 

13 

66 

187 

10 

0 

02 

88 

125 

3 

0 

02 

74 
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Talvk: Sankarl 

District : Sslsm 


state: Tamil Nadu 

1 

2 

« 3 

4 

5 

6 

N0.21MORUR 

623 

2A 

0 

08 

26 


617 

2A 

0 

03 

44 


632 

- 

0 

38 

37 

NO. 22 KASTHURiPATTI 

236 

2 

0 

10 

74 


237 

48 

0 

03 

46 


237 

49 

0 

00 

82 


237 

50 

0 

06 

00 


237 

51 

0 

01 

86 


[F. No. R-25011/14/2004-O.R..I J 
S. K. CHITKARA, Under Secy. 


21 2006 

31T. 115S.—^ ^^tfcTOT 3?t^ yrT^f«» ^ ^51. 311. 47 1 4 

f i ling 16.12.2005 ?[Rr 3?^ (ajpT ^ 3d^!jt3T % 3ifteR cl5r 

3Ti^) aif^rf^RFFf, 1 962 (l962 cJaT 50) ^ STRI 3 ^ 3:^-0771 (l) ^ 3Tsitor STf^l^trSTT 
yglfllcT cP7, 5ZIT^ ^ cTcB 3c^TT^ % wRd^«*i % ^Tl?, “f^T^gtT-^lW' 

d i ^Mc ^' ^o i it cTci5 ?n3£r di^oi” ^ cBrafscra^T ^ U35 ?tw yi^ydi^oi ^ ft 

^ cf53ftcr 3n^, ter aftciw, ^zioRspsr ^fpszr ^ z 

eft I 

sftz 3ercf 3T R i 2j^gdi T ^ yf^ orafrr <i5t f^ofras 27 .oi.2oq6 cTcb eiRT ^ ur^ ef 

3^7 3 cjfr aftiftoraTT ejTtfr 6 yft ay-eiRT (i) eft it ?fOT orfftfcprft, TToTferM, 

cftsjft^r TRcRR cftt 3ixroft % I 

TRgsRT if zm fliM m ter? ^7^ eft y^wicT ^ ^ zm^ ^ 

3^ it 3Ueft<JI cBT 3lf^«3>R 3lf^ cJ5T tcb«yl % I 


am:, 3W, cft^^r trcbr, aeicr ail^ftoraar eftt enTT 6 sftt 3y-eiRi (i) srt y«Jri m 

yeftar ^ ^ ^ 3yra« ^ ^ 

ytfnHT^ t^W'^ ^ 3*1^?? ei^f s^fsTcpit v^i % \ 

^ <^otftjf ^(Jjt?, 3 cref eftt eiRT 6 eftt 3y-en7r (.4) SRT y^ ci5r ^rafar 

^ ^ft9T ft?ft t 3eici' sjpT ^ oyeftar e&f Wfzm it f^i%cf ^ eftt gonei 

Tpft’ ^ ^457 '^l^eriff affeiH e^jyft^?^ ^ f«i%cT ^farr i 
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31535^ 


cf?r^ : 



mx cpr e!T»r 




k3I 

cjdf 

1 

2 

3 


5 


41 

0 

1 0 

50 


446/2083 

0 

00 

20 


5974/6 1 

0 

11 

70 


5980/236 

0 

1 0 

30 


5976/223 

0 

14 

80 


5995/1 041 

0 

05 

30 


5942/222 

0 

00 

2 0 


5949/1 063 

0 

QO 

70 


6031/4745 

0 

00 

30 


6032/4745 

0 

1 3 

1 0 


3261 

0 

07 

00 


5040/3262 

0 

1 0 

40 


3256 

0 

02 

70 


3258 

0 

00 

60 


5039/3257 

0 

06 

70 


[m "H. 3TTT-25011/31/2004-3lt.3m.-I] 


NewDelhl, the 21st March, 2006 

s.o. n38.;^\/\/hereas by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. number 4714 dated 16.12.2005 issued under sub 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the 
Central Government declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the land in 
Tehsil : Asind, District: Bhilwara in the State of Rajasthan, specified in the schedule 
appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation 
of petroleum products in the State of Rajasthan from Beawar to Chittaurgarh in 
respect of "Branch Pipeline to Chittaurgarh from Sidhpur - Sanganer Pipeline" by 
the Indian Oil Corporation Limited 

And whereas, copy of the said notification was made available to the general public 
on 27.01.2006 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) of section 6 of the 
said Act submitted his report to the Central Government; 
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And whereas, the Centra! Government, after considering the said repoit is satislied 
that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this 
Notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of 
the said Act. the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
(and specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby acquired; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4)*of section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the said 
land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the date of 
publication of this declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free from all 
encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Tehsil: ASINO 

District: BHILWARA 

State 

: RAJASTHAN 

Name of the Village 

Khasara No. 

Hectare 

Area 

Are 

Sq.mtr. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Motras 

41 

0 

10 

50 

Sangramgarh 

446/2083 

0 

00 

20 

Barsani 

5974/61 

0 

11 

70 


5980/236 

0 

10 

30 


5976/223 

0 

14 

80 


5995/1041 

0 

05 

30 


5942/222 

0 

00 

20 


5949/1063 

0 

00 

70 


6031/4745 

0 

00 

30 


6032/4745 

0 

13 

10 

Amesar 

3261 

0 

07 

00 


5040/3262 

0 

10 

40 


3256 

0 

02 

70 


3258 

0 

00 

60 


5039/3257 

0 

06 

70 


[F. No. R-25011/31/20(M-O,R.-l) 
S. K. CHITKARA, Under Secy. 
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^ 21 2006 

3JT. ii ».—imBR ^ 3^7 yi^lcicK ^ jhnerar ^ cf5t. 3tt. 4715 

16.12.2005 SRT ^ wfSfoT TJTfq^T^SH (a|^ ^ 3l1toT7 ^ST 

Sfofsr) 3fftlf^ra7T, 1962 (1962 ^ 50) ^ OT2T 3 ^ ( 1 ) ^ 3TEit5T 

u^6Tf?icT sirar ^ c\<fs TcOrT ^ qf^g?5r ^ 

q i ^Ucl I ^ii l ^ Clc5 STT^T cTT^*’ ^ 13cR «TRaT f^TEST^ ^ 

3cRT 3ifEi^^ ^ t^QiRtd d^^cf fwTciT TrarezjT^T Tiszi ^ ajJ^ aif^^cr 

^ afti 

3fl7 3«lrT 3rf£rq^ cljt yteWf \3l'o1?n f^dicb 27.01.2006 rras 3ycTSET cfrJT ^ 111^ aJt 1 

^ 3cfrT 3lflrf«ra2fT cf5t EJTCT 6 3^-0771 (l) ^ ST^xERW ^ yif^cprft, TTSTfaiR, ^ 

?T7aPl7 3111^ ^ ^ t I 

3f[7. ciiajfld BTcpR ^ 3gfT y? feyr? y?crTcT ^ STf^^Efarr ^ 

f ^f8ii^6ci aj^f ^ ayail^T cbt aifteir 3i^ cbt fcrf^?yai t 1 

31cT:, 31W, H2CCT7, SafPT Slflrf^RRl ^ EJRT 6 ^ 3y-ejm ( 1 ) ^T ycTd ?lfdtvi1 C'R 

yait3T |U ulyuii ciSTcft ft aify^ddi ^ 3uioi<i5 ^ 3|J^ 

• yrfqHTfar c^ ioaAar cpi aiftoR srf^ f^an isncTr ^ 1 

allT c^oiOaj 7R2BT7, 3aRT Slfef^RW ^ EJRT 6 3^-0171 (4) 'STU yaTcT iS.1 g«^[3T 

gU ai?: foi^?T ^ ft ^ 3cRT aj^f ^ 3tiailc) i cbt 3Tte>r? ^ fSrf^VcT gkat.? 

?Taft f^cdJi<Hl ^ ^affT ffiaiar affair fcrf^i^ ^ 1 


d6^cl : 

luTcIT : 

: '^MiafTeT 

TTiy y5T cTRT 

^fTOT ^T?f2TT 

^OIWJCI 


.T?aR 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

yrus^eft 

1 340 

0 

05 

40 


[^.Ti. 3lU-25011/31/2004'-'i?t.3m.-I] 


■qiT. %. f^ci<flR1, Trf^ 














^ : "RH 25, 2006/^ 4. 1928 
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New Delhi, the 21st March, 2006 

s.o' 1139.— Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Petroleum and Natural Gas S.O. number 4715 dated 16.12.2005 issued under sub 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 
of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the 
Central Government declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the land in 
Tehsil: Chittaurgarh, District: Chittaurgarh in the State of Rajasthan, specified In the 
schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the 
transportation of petroleum products in the State of Rajasthan from Beawar to 
Chittaurgarh in respect of "Branch Pipeline to Chittaurgarh from Sidhpur- Sanganer 
Pipeline" by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited. 

•And whereas, copy of the said notification was made available to the general public 
on 27.01.2006. 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) of section 6 of the 
said Act submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is satisfied 
that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this 
Notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 of 
the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is hereby acquired; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of the 
said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user In the said 
land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the date of 
publication of this declaration, in the Indian Oil Corporation Limited free from all 
encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 


Tehsil: CHITTAURGARH 

DistricbCHITTAURGARH 

State : 

RAJASTHAN 

Name of the Village 

Khasara No. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

ESESS 

1 

2 

3 

4 

HBI 

PANDOLI 

1340 

0 

05 

40 


[F. No. R-25011/31/2004-O.R.-11 
S. K. CHITKARA, Under S^y. 
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M 22 2006 

«r. 3rr. ii4q.— mv micranpr 

WstRmnms^vSm) 1962 (1962 gn- 50) ^ 2 (^) ^ 

#, oW % ^fTwr (1) # 3ffef&tT czrRrt' gReiiorr, m 

e i riiWM #, sm % ww (2) # 3fcHff&(T ^ # 

arafi^cr ftSrwr ^ % 1?ju fhsref ^ (^fezrr) 

ftgi^ » zm arftfg^ % aritor #> 

m®5r ^ y <wcfi % I 




6qf^fn ^ir biwt 3^^ Miir 


(1) 

(2) 


sft f3rw, Ff^ETTurr, tToTO 

(I8^c5<ie, m tjioiwid zfm\ 

( Fpsei i) ^ uraBi^f^d ^ 
aft--3S-36, imz-X 
fSnsT d|\n^ ipf ?nF?> 

^tor-201301 


[m ■??. ■t^-14014/7/05-^.'^.3 


New Delhi, the 22nd March, 2006 

s. o. 11^.—In pursuance of clause (a) of section 2 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipeline (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central 
Government hereby authorize the person mentioned in column (1) of the Schedule 
below to perform the functions of the Competent Authority under the said Act for 
laying of the pipelines by M/s. GAIL (India) Limited in the State of Haryana, Punjab 
and Rajasthan for distribution of petroleum products to various consumers located in 
that State in respect of the areas mentioned in column (2) of the said Schedule. 


.- p...» 


i 


i^i^r:^3(ri)] 'IR?T^TI^:T|T^25. 2006/t3T4. 

1928 2343 

Schedule 

Name and Address of the person 

Area of Jurisdiction 

(1) 

(2) 

Shri D.V. Mittal, 

Whole Haryana, Punjab 

Tehsildar, 

on deputation to M/s. GAIL (India) Limited, 

B-35-36, Sector-1, 

Distt. Gautam Budh Nagar, 

Noida - 201301 (Uttar Pradesh) 

and Rajasthan State 


[F.No.L-14014/7/05-G.P.l 
S. B. MANDAL Under Secy. 

24'<n^, 2006 


■^TT. sir. mmz, ^ ®1oirar ^ ^ 

aiRrgri^ W 5f^) srtWRW, 1962 (1962 W 50) # 2 (^) % ar^gnsw «TTC(f 

^ ^ ^ TBTTcjzr # 3ift^ti3ir w, arr. 3955, oi^lcd 24 

2005 ^ arf^jpfcf ^ RidIV 33r m# % ^ tjgt’ 3ift$wi»i ^ ^ ^ fof# ^resJ' w 

C5tq' R»OT ^RTT %, -sfr tiV. 4t^Tar ^ (^RSOT) fejQl^ sr^ ^[oTCHT ?Ta5!r # til4udl4<4 

fiter^ % RiV aiRlfffiew ^ ai^ftsr wstk ^ ^ ^ f^^dn R»^; 


^ ^jorenr ^ -sfr igPr ai«»!Jif^<T aif^^sr# ^ ^ 

(?Ps5JT) f^QRs aifcrt^dtr ht 7 l^^rn 

af)^ ^ ^tosr ^diRi<|Ti <Hi4i(4ici<iie,eiRk4i m # iRref ^ (ftRsen) ^ 

uf^fol^l^ ei«Hno 

anr: aw, 3fWoif^^>^ ^ wnp^ 2 ^ ^ ^ mw 

t? O^me rTT ^ yiff^ ^ ^jfhsrrazr # aift^iffr w. arr. 3955, infter 24 ard^, 

2005 ^ 3lf^95hf ^ ^ ai^^tft ^ «fW (1) c^lt^ ^ ^ 

(?R5Hrr) fct Rnsr^ % Rsv RworRit^cr ai^^tJY % wk (2) # gf^fcr ^ # 

^l?fr aiftfoRliff ^ artftoT ^r^ry UlftchiiSl % yrZTl W Ulcyi^ F^t^crd %1 
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tir.: afr.tjsr.oft'.sfr., softw , 

<|??r-^4518 (^oTWd ) 



[■q^T. 4. l^-140l4/20/05-'aft.4i. ] 

New Delhi, the 24th March, 2006 

S.0. 1141.—iwhereas, in pursuance of clause (a) of section 2 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the 
Central Government vide Notification of Government of India in ^e Ministry of Petroleum 
and Natural Gas S.O. 3955, dtd. 24“^ Oct, 2005 appointed Shri J.P.Diwan, Retd. 
Mamalatdar to perform the functions of the competent authority under said Act for laying of 

the pipeline by M/s. GAIL (India) Limited in the state of Gujrat; 

And, whereas, Govt, of Gujarat has given additional charge of Competent Authority 

to Shri J.D. Patel, Spl. Land Acquisition Officer; 

And, whereas, the services of said Shri J.P. Diwan Retd. Mamalader on Contract 

with M/s. GAIL (India) Limited has come to an end; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (a) of section (2) of the said Act and in 

supersession of the notification of the Government of India, Ministry of Petroleum & Natural 
Gas vide S.O. 3955, dtd. 24“^ Oct, 2005, the Central Government hereby authorises the 
person mentioned in column (1) of the schedule given below to perform the functions of the 
Competent Authority under the said Act for laying pipelines by the said M/s. GAIL (India) 
Limited in the area mentioned in column (2) of the said schedule. 

Schedule 

Name and Address of the person 

Area of Jurisdiction 

-n) 

(2) 

Shri J.D. Patel, 

Spl. Land Acquisition Officer, 

Additional charge of Competent Authority 

M/s. GAIL (India) Limited, 

Icchapur, Meghdalla Road, 

P.O. ONGC. Hazira, 

Surat-394 518 (Gujarat) 

Whole State of the 

Gujarat 


[F. No. L-14O14/2(V05-GP. J 
S. B. MANDAL Under Secy. 
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1142>— 4H e i > P l <6 fqq i ^ gTfilPffW,,1947 <1947 
^ 14) ^ <iRr 17 ^ W4 >k 

^ 3w^ % ^ 1¥i^8ref ^ 

• 4»44> l (f 3?3W ^ ^ 

H<4>R ^ci\ni4> ^.-1 ^RWT 

47/96 ^ TPRftwr ^ ^?W5R ^ 21 *2-2006 ^ 

3jr?T^3n«ni 

[ 11012/9-95-3?!^ 3;tr (ftrf^W)] 

^.X^. 3?^ 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

New Delhi, the 27th Fdaniaiy, 2006 

S.0,1142.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Govetnment hereli^ published the award (Ref. No. 47/96) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal <um-Labour 
Ck)uit, Chandigarh No. I as shown in the annexure in the 
Industrial Dipute between the employers in relation to the 
management of National .^rport Authority of India and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 21-2-2006. 

[No. L-H0I2/9/95 -IR(Misc.)I 
B.M. DAVID,Under Secy 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL4CUM- 
LABOUR COURT-1 CHANDIGARH 

Case No. I.D. 47/96 

Smt. JagiroDevi W/o Sh. Kashmiri Lai Milage Beii, 
Post Bandi, Distt, Kangra H.P-176209 

... .Applicant 

Versus 

Aerodrome Officer, National Airport Authority 
of India Gaggal, H.P. -176209 

... .Respondent 

APPEARANCES 

For the workman Shri Hardyal Singh. 

For the management ShriJagdish 

Manchanda 

AWARD 

(Passed on 25-1-2006) 

Central Govt, vide No. L.-l 1012/9/95 -IR(D) dated 
25th of April, 1996 has referred the following dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication: 


“Whether the action of the management of 
Airport- Authority of India respresented 
through Aerodrome Officer, Kangra Airport, 
Authority of India. Distt. Kangra, H.P. in 
terminating the service of Smt. Jagiro Devi W/o 
Kashmiri Lai a daily rated Sweeper w.e.f 
3-6-93 is legal and just ? If not to whm relief the 
worionan is entitled to and from which date?” 

2. workman filed claim statement and submitted that 
she was appointed as sweeper at Kangra Airport Gaggal 
on 3-10-92 and continuously worked upto 3-6-1993 when 
her services were termianted. It is submitted that the 
termination of the workman on 3-6-93 is illegal and aibitraiy^ 
and against the provisions of law as the management has 
not complied with the nrandatory provisions of Section 
25F of the I.D. Act, 1947 as worknran has already put in 
more than 240 (%s service in a calanderyear. It is further 
submitted that the work of sweeper is of permanent nature 
and new appointments were made after the termination of 
the workman, thus the management violated Section 25G 
andH of the I.D. Act. It ispr^^ that she may be reinstated 
with continuity of service and full back wages. 

3. Management filed written statement wherein the 
management has given the detail of working days of the 
workman. It is submitted that worieman worked on daily 
wage basis only for 202 days and she has not completed 
240 daj-S in one calendar year, therefore, there is no ^^olation 
of Section 25 of the I.D Act, 1947. It is further submitted 
that the work was not of permaneiit nature. It is specifically 
denied that any new appointments has been made in place 
of the woikman.lt is submitted that the work of sweeping 
cleaning and civil w ork has been gu en on contract by the 
management. Therefore, there is also no \iolation of Section 
25 G & H of the I.D. Act and that is not challanged by the 
woikman. 

4. In evidence the w oiknian filed her affidavit Ex. W1 
and examined herself as WW1. The management also filed 
affidavit Ex. Ml of S.K. Shanna and also filed documents 
Ex. M2 to MI4 which are show ing attendance of workman 
and total amouht paid as daily wages as per management. 
Both witnesses were cross-examined at length by the rival 
counsels. 

5. Learned counsel for the worionan Sh. Hardy al Singh 
submitted that it is a case of violation of Section 25-F. G 
andHoi'thel.D. Act. Worieman Jagiro Devi wasappointed 
as Sweeper at Kangra Airport Gaggal H.P. on 3-10-92 and 
continuously woiked upto 3-6-93 when her sen ices were 
terminated and she has completed 240 days and her 
terminauon is illegal, arbitrary and against the provisions 
of the I.D. Act as no notice was given before her 
termination nor any retrenchment compensation was paid 
to the workman at the time of her termination. The work of 
Sweeper is of pemanent nature and after termination of the 
worionan new appointment yvas made and workman was 
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not offered any appointment when new person was 
appointed and it is also violation of 25G and H of the I D. 
Act, Learned Counsel for the workman submitted that 
workman has completed 240 days and no notice or 
retrenchement compensation was paid when her services 
were terminated. It is submitted that workman has proved 
that the action of the management of Airport Authority of 
India represented through Aerodrone Officer, Kangra 
Aiipoit Authority of India Distt. Kangra, H P. in terminating 
the service of Smt. Jagiro Devi W/o Kashmiri Lai a daily 
rated Sweeper w.e.f 3-6-93 is illegal and unjust and as 
workman remined unemployed she may be reinstated in 
service with full back wages. 

6. On the other hand Learned Counsel for the 
management Sh. Jagdish Manchanda submitted that 
workman has no claim as she did not complete 240 d^ 
even after including holidays and working days and in all 
she has worited only for 202 days from October 92 to 

3- 6-93. It is also submitted that management has also fried 
and proved payment vouchers and working days of the 
woriutian by placing on record Ex. M2 to MI4 wherein 
working days of workman also given along w ith payment 
made to her every month. He also submitted that workman 
has worked as per Ex. M2 to M14 every month as under: 
Ex. M2 (4 days), M3 (4 days) M4 (5 days), M5 (7 days) M6 
(6 days) M7 (7 days) M8 (15 days) M9 (31 days), MIO 
(28 days), M.11 (31 days). M12 (29 days). M l 3 (31 days), 
M. 14 (3 d^s). It is also mentioned that workman has 
worked only for 202 days including rests and holdidays. 
He also submitted that woikiiiian herself in evidence adinitted 
on oath that she was paid for the days on whidi she worked 
and no appointment letter was given, no advertisement 
was made by the management and one Shakuntla Devi has 
been engaged on daily wages. He also submitted that MW 1 
in his cross-examination by Ld. advocate of the workman 
adinitted thm there was no permanent safaiwala working in 
October 92. Total three Safaiwala were working namely 
Kashmiri Lai, Jagiio Devi andRam Lai. The authority needed 
two sa^walas on the flight day and none of them was 
pomanent The daily wages were paid from the impressed 
amount and they do not get from the contingent or the 
salary head. It is also orally stated by MWl this from 

4- 6-93 contract labour was engaged through contractor 
and contract was given by New Delhi Airport Authority 
which is not a party in it nor it is challanged. He also 
submitted that as workman did not complete 240 days in a 
calendar year and no workman was appmnted against the 
post of Jagiro Devi after her termination. He submitted 
that workman even iq)to her affidavit did not disclosed the 
name of the workman appoiittedby the management exept 
orally iiiakiiig averment that other workmen were appointed 
The workmen who were appointed, were the men of 
contractor and entire job of cleaning and other civil work 
was given to the contractor. Workman has worked only for 
202 days from 3-10-92 to 3-6-93 and she has not completed 
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240 days and as per payment vouchers which is also the 
attendance record Ex. M2 to M14. He submitted that there 
is no case of the workman as she has not worked and 
completed 240 days nor any other person w as appointed 
after her termination and there is no violation of any 
provision of Section 25 of the I D. Act. Management has 
proved that she has worked only 202 days and as proved 
by the payment vouchers and workman was appointed on 
need basis on daily wages and as per appointment of the 
workman she was paid only for the days she worked and 
when the work was entrusted to some other agency on 
cotnract basis, workman is not entitled to any relief 

7.1 have heard the Learned Counsel for the workman 
Sh. Hardyal Singh and Sh. Jagdish Manchanda. The main 
dispute between the parties is that whether workman has 
completed 240 days or that some other employee was 
appointed by the management after termination of the 
services of the workman. Management has denied that 
management has ^pointed any other wr^kman as Sweqper 
after her termination. Workman has not completed 240 days 
and management has produced the record of payment and 
attendance which is Ex.M2 to M. 14 and according to which 
the workman has worked only for 202 days including 
holidays. As regard contention of the management that 
cleanliness work and other extra work has been taken on 
contract by the contraaor and workman has not agitated 
against this averment of the man^ement, it also show and 
proved that management has not appointed any other 
workman after teimination of Jagiro Devi. None of the party 
has referred to any law or judgment. From the evidence of 
the parties. I have found that workman has admitted in her 
evidence that she was paid only for those days on which 
she worked and that ^e was appointed on daily wage 
basis and no appdntment letter was given to her. As regard 
payment vouchers filed by the management M2 to M14, it 
is proved that she has not worked for 240 days. As I have 
held above that workman has not completed 240 days and 
no person was appointed after her termination as she has 
not given any name of the person appointed by the 
management the affidavit kage, I am of the considered 
view that amai^ement has proved that they did not engage 
any other person on the post of Jagiro Devi after her 
termination. As held above that management has proved 
that workman has not worked for 240 days in a calendar 
year as proved through record, I am of the considered view 
that engagement of the workman was on daily wages and 
only on need basis. In the circumstances I hold that 
management has proved workman has not completed 240 
days and that after termination no other person was 
appointed and the action of the management of Airport 
Authority of India represented through Aerodrome Officer, 
Kangra, Airport Authority of India, Distt. Kangra, H.P. in 
terminating the service of Smt. Jagiro Devi W/o Kashmiri 
Lai a daily rated Sweeper w.e.f 3-6-93 is legal and just. 
Therefore, the workman is not entitled to any relief The 
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reference is answered accordingly against the woriunan. 
Central Govt, be informed. File be (xmsigned to record. 

Chandigarh. 

RAJESH KUMAR, Presiding Qfihcer 
^ 27 2006 

1143.— Pwk; d#P t MH, 1947 (1947 

4?ldini4) 9R 

(^M wwt 74/2000)/^ wftm 
t, ^ W4»K ^ 27-2-2006 ^ HTCT fan m I 

[ 1^^-41012/60/89-311^ 3TR (-aft-I) ] 

■ - _ - -■- -- -<4. ■ r> fs. 

3rjR 3i*nr<, 3ii%)q)Ki 

New Delhi, the 27th Fd)ruary, 2006 

S.O. 1143.—In Pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dilutes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Govenunent hetd)y publishes tte award (74/2000) of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal /Labour Court, 
Jaipur now as shown in the AnneToire in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Wfcstem Railway arid diehwcaktnaii,whidi 
was reoehvd by the Central Govenmient cm 27-02-2006 

[No. 1^41012/60«9-IR(B.-D] 

AJAY KUMAR, DeskOffeer 

ANNEXURE 

C17fnULGOVERNM£NTira>VSIiaALTiaB 
CUhHJkBOUROOUOT, JAIPUR 

Case No. CGTT 74/2000 

ReferaiceNo.L410I2/60/89-IR(PU) 

Divisional Secretary, 

pBfichim Raihvay Karmachari Parishad 

Kota, 

.Af^licantUnkm 

V/s 

The Divisicmal Raihv^ Manner, 

Western Railway, 

Kota 

.N(m^)plicant 

ATIENDANCE 

For the ^jfdicant Union Shri A.D. Grover, 

Representative 


For the Non-Applicant Shri Shyam Gupta, 

advocate 

Date of Award 26-9-2001 

AWARD 

The following dispute was referred by the Central 
Govenunent to the Central Govonment Irxfaistrial Tribunal- 
cum<4.abour Court, New Delhi for adjudi^tion vide order 
mentioned above under clause (d) sul>«ection (1) of Section 
10 of the Industrial Diputes Act, 1947 (herein after referred 
asthe Act, 1947). 

SCHEDULE 

“Whetherthe action of the D.R.M. Wa^em Railway 
, Kota is justified in not engaging Shri Gafoor S/o 
Ailahanoor, Gangman under PWI (N), Gangapur City in 
CEY-2 category? If not, what reliefthewoilanan is entitled 
to?” 

Later on the proceeding in the above case were 
withdrawn ^de order No.L-41012/6(V89-IRBI dt 28-8-2000 
and transferred to this Tribunal for adjudication. 

The ai^licant filed the statement of claim stating 
that he was engaged as casual khallasi on and fiom 6-5-80 
under Inspector of Worics, Gangapur City and thereafter 
transferred to PWI, (N) Gangapur Gty and put to work as 
Gangman fixm 21-8-82. He woilced there from 21-8-82 to 
10-f 1-83. On 11-11-83 when he reported for duty he was 
not taken on duty. He was granted temporary status w.e.f. 
7-4-83 vide letter of AE Gangapur City (i. 31-10-83. He was 
sent for medical examination for B-1 category but was 
declared fit for C-2 category vide Divisional Medical 
Officer’s letter dt. 21/27-3-84 .He had already completed 
more than 240 days service during the year preceding to 
the date of illegal retrenchment i.e. 11-11-83. He was 
retrenched without oxnidiarK^ of Section 25 F or the Act, 
1947. Notonlythisbutjuriiortohimwaperetairiedinservice 
invitation of Section 25-G& H of the Act 1947 and rules 
76 and 77 of the Industrial Disputes (Central) Rules, 1957 
(hereinafter referred as the Rules, 1957). It was further stated 
that he was itot taken on duty as per instruction of General 
Manager dt. 12-4-85. However it was maefe clear in the 
letter that *‘due to ban on recruitment of new faces it has 
been decided that such casual labour wiio were not covered 
in para one may be engaged as casual labour in the category 
in which thq^ are medically fit in preference to new face if 
no old fiice is available. ” It was pr^^ that direction may 
be issued to the non-ai^licant to reinstate him in service 
and absorb him in C-2 category. 

In reply to the claim it was stated that the aj^licant 
was engaged as casual labourer on 21-8-82 by PWI (N), 
Gangapur City and was not absorbed on transfer. It was 
denied that the apfdicant worked as Gangman fiom 21-8-83 
to 10-11-83. Ife Wked onity as casual labour on daily wages, 
it was admitted that the ai^licant was granted temporary 
status fiom 7-4-83. Ife was sent for medical deamination for 
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B*1 category on 11-11 -83 but did not turn up with medical 
certificate thereafter. Long after words he appeared with 
the medical certificate dt. 21/27-3-84 issued by DM0 Kota 
declaring him fit in category C-2. Since there was no post in 
C-2 category available he couldn’t be given appointment. 
It was denied that applicant was retrenched from 11-11-83. 
It was also denied that the non-applicant had violated 
provisions of Section 25F, G and H of tfie Act, 1947 and 
Rule, 76 & 77 of the Rules, 1957, 

On behalf of the non-applicant afifidavits of Shri 
Aijun Dev, Shri Sanjay Gt^ and Shri Ptanab Kumar were 
filed. However, Aijun Dev and Sanjay Gupta could not be 
cross-examined on account of non production of record. 
Their affidavits, therefore, caimot be considered. On the 
affidavit of Shri Pranab Kumar qiporturiity to cross-exaiiiiiie 
was given to the learned representative of the applicant. 
On behalf of the applicant affidavit c^the applicant was 
filed. The learned counsel for the non-a|^licant was given 
opportunity to cross-examine him on his affidavit. Copies 
of certain documents and record of the service of the 
ai^Iicant madked W-1 was also filed. 

It has been admitted by Shri Pran^ Kumar on behalf 
of non-applicant that the applicant had worked from 
21-8-82 to 10-11-83 as casual labour. He has stated that 
there is no record to show that the at^licant had worked 
from 6-5-80. He has stated that service card marked W-1 is 
not page-wise and, therefore, doesn’t appear to be correct. 
The service card shows that the applicant worked from 
6-5-80 to 20-10-80 and left service from 21-10-80, It further 
shows that he had worked from 21-1-81 to 20-10-81 fora 
period of 222 days and left service from 21-10-81. Simply 
because the entries are not as per the serial number of the 
page of the card the same cannot be said to be fictitious. 
The non-applicant could produce the record or examine 
officials by whom the entries were made in order to prove 
that enuies are not correct. The non-a{^licant has failed to 
do so. In these circumstances it cannot be infened that the 
entries in the card W-1 are not correct. It is thus proved 
that the applicant has worked from 6-5-80 to 20-10-80 for 
146 days, tom 21 -1 -81 to 20-10-81 for a period of220 d^s 
and from 21-8-82 to 10-11-83 for a period of428 days. The 
senice card further shows that the service of the applicant 
was discontinued due to being unfit in 6-1 category. It has 
been staled by Shri Pranab Kumar that medical certificate 
for B-1 category was not produced by the applicant. 
Certificate of fitness could be given to the applicant only 
w hen he could have been found fit as per Rule 540 (5) of 
llic Indian Railway Medical Manual. As the applicant was 
not found fit for the B-1 category he cannot be blamed for 
non-production of B-1 category, certificate. 

It is admitted that the applicant was found fit for C-2 
aitcgoiy. As per the order of reference it has to be examined 
as to whether not engaging the applicant in C-2 category 
bv the non-applicant is justified. The learned counsel for 


the non-aiqilicant has contended that fcH* the alternative 
job in the event d friilure of medical examination, 6 years 
aggregate service of casual labour was required as per the 
circular of the Railway Board letter dt. 1-8-73. It is not 
dieted that the tqjiHicant had not put in 6 years aggr^ate 
or continued service under the non-applicant. Ifowever 
for absorption of medically de-categorized staff; circular 
dt. 12-4-85 was issued by the General Manager, Western 
Railway which is reproduced as under:— 

WiKtem Railway 

Headquarter Office, 
Churchgate, Bombay-20 
Dt. 12th April, 1985 

Na E/E/615/5 

DRM (E) BCT, BRC, KTM, KtT, JP, All, RJT, BVP 
CE(S&C)CCG,CE©ADI. 

Sub: Absorption of medically de-categorized staff. 

“In terms of Bd’s letter No. E (XNG)II/71/aJ8^ 
dt. 10-5-73, the concession of relaxed medial standard is 
permissible to only such casual labourers who have put in 
a minimum serviceof 6 years <xmtinuous or in brdeen ^11. 

However due to ban on recruitment of new faces; it 
has been deciifod that such casual labourers who are not 
covered by orders in para 1 may be engaged as casual 
labour in the category in which he is medically fit in 
preference to a new face if no old face etc. is a\'ailable. 

S/D 

For General Manager (E) 

Shri Pranab Kumar witness of the non-at^licant lias 
stated that there was no vacancy in C-2 category on 
11-11-83. He has stated his ignorance as to when the 
vacancy occurred. He has also stated that no corres¬ 
pondence was done for ;fosorbing the applicant in other 
units. Seniority is maintained according to the Unit. No 
rule or regulations nor any circular has been produced in 
order to show that the applicant couldn’t have been 
absorbed in other units. The learned counsel for the non¬ 
applicant has also contended that the applicant had himself 
left the job. Tlus contention cannot be accepted in face of 
the entry in the service card W-1 in which it has been 
stated that the service of the applicant was discontinued 
due to being unfit for B-1 category. The action of the non- 
at^licant therefore, in not engaging the applicant in C-2 
category cannot be said to be justified. The non-applicant 
therefore, is directed to absorb the applicant as casual 
labour. 

Copies of the award may be sent to Central 
Government under Section 17(1) of the Act, 1947, for 
publication. 

R C. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
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W.3ff. 1144 — 1947 (1947 
4Jn4)4jy^ 17 % 243 ^ 1 ^ "sf, ti<.®liK ^tC*l % 
3W<Rhl % ^441 afk 3^^ 4 ^ 2 81 ^ % if 

WW /9R 

-4WIW4, % T4ie (WJ 69/2000 )^ IPBlftW 

45^ t,^R4nt ^ 27-2-2006 ^ Hm f3TT «in 

[ V, H^-41012/68/90-3n^ 3m (^-I) ] 

3nm 3ifV4>i'& 

New Delhi, the 27th Fdnuaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1144.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government herd^ publishes the award (69/2000) of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal /Labour Ccmit, 
Jaipur now as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Western Railw^ and their woriunan, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
27-02-2006 

[No. L-41012/68/90-IR (B-I)l 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

CI2STRALG0VI»NMENTINDIJSTR^ 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, JAIPUR 

Case NaCGlT 69/2000 

Reference Na 1^1012/68/90-IR (DU) dt 8-5-91 

Diviaonal Secretary, 

Paschim Railway Karmachari Parishad, 

Kota, 

.Applicant Union 

V/S 

The Divi^nal Railway Manager, 

Western Railway, 

Kota 

.Non-Applicant 

ATTENDANCE 

For the Applicant Union Shri A. D. Grover, 

Representative 

For the Non-Applicant Shri Shyam Gtq}ta, 

Advocate 

Date of Award 26-9-2001 

AWARD 

The following dispute was referred by the Central 
Government to the Central Govenunent Industrial Tribunal- 


cnm-Ldbour Court, New Ddhi for adfudication vide mder 
mentioned above under clause (d) Sub-section (1) of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Dqxites Act, 1947 (hereinafier 
referred as the Act, 1947). 

SCBEDULE 

“Whether the action of the Divisional Railway 
Manager (E)'WBStem Railway, Kota in dm^ng 
proiiMtion to Shri Naid»t Rain, Hd. Geric, KIM Office, 
Kota as Chief Oeric w.e.f 1-1-84 is justified? If not, 
what relief the concerned worionan is entitled to 
and from what date ” 

Later on the proceedings in the above case were 
withdrawn vide order Nb.L-4l012/6Q/89-IRBI dt 28-8-2000 
and transferred to this Tribui^ for adjudication. 

The applicant filed the statement of claim stating 
that he was working as Head Cleric in the office of the non- 
api^cant for more than last u^i. ^v;ar». His name appeared 
at serial No. 15 in the Seniority list of Head Cl^. He had 
qualified written test for ivomotion for the post of Chief 
Cleric 3 times and as per his turn for seniority he should 
have been ivomoted for the post of Chief Clerk but due to 
malafide intention of non^i^cant he was overlooked and 
peraons junior to him were promoted. It was learnt that 
some adverse remarks were recorded in his service record. 
The adverse entiy in the C.R. for the year ending on 
31-3-84 was communicated to him on 13-12-84 allowing 
one month’s time for making representation against the 
same. He submitted his representation on 
20-12-84 but the pane! of Chief Cleric was declared on 
19-12-84. It shows the malafide intention of the non¬ 
applicant to d^ar him for promotion. Moreover, the 
(XMtifidential rqx>rt for the last 3 years that is upto 31-3-83 
were to be considered fxpnnnQticm and during this period 
he was not communicated any adverse entry in the C.R. As 
a result of persuation in conciliation he was promoted as 
Chief Cleric vide order dt. 25-3-87 on a trial baas but due to 
malafide intention he was reverted to the post of Head 
Clerk vide order dt. 29-8-88 on the ground that he did not 
pass written test for the post of Chief Cleric held on 9-4r88 
& 16-4-88, whereas he had cleared the written test for the 
post three times. Ife should have also been promoted under 
the'up gradation scheme w.e.f 1-1-84 without being 
sul^ected to any written test. It was pray^ that the non¬ 
applicant may be directed to promote him as Chief Clerk 
w.e.f 1-1-84 with all consequential benefits. 

The non-applicant in reply to the claim took the 
pFdiminaiy objection that the applicant has already filed a 
petition for promotion/selection before the CAT, Jodhpur 
bearing T. A. No. 2260/86 whkdi is pending for adjudication. 
He has also filed another petition No. 323/89 against the 
older of his reversion dt. 29-8-88 which is also pending. In 
reply to the parawise claim it was admitted that the applicant 
had been woricing as Ifead Clerk for past 10 years and his 
name appeared at serial number IS is the seniority list. It 
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was stated that the ai^licaiit had passed the written test 
but Mled to secure the qualifying marics in the viva-voce 
test. Even after giving due relaxation for SC candidates, he 
was not ftmnd eligible for promotion to the po^ of Chi^ 
Clerk. It was admitted that adverse entries in the CR were 
not communicated to the ai^Iicant. It was denied that the 
^^licant was promoted due to persuation in conciliation 
proceedings. It was stated that the a]^icant was inomotod 
to officiate as Chi^ Clerk on trial and purely on ad-hoc 
basis. It was asserted that the ^licant is not entitiled to 
be promoted as Chief Clerk w.e.f. 1-1<84. 

The applicant tiled rgoinder todie rejfy stating that 
the OA’s filed in CAT are altogether dififerent TA No. 2260/ 
86 pertains to the relid* soi^t against by passing senior 
person and promoting juniors, while the other petition 
bearing No. 323/89 is fix' seeking remedies against reversion 
while the present dispute relates to non-promotion w.e.f. 
1-1-84 as a result of up-gradation according to modified 
selection procedure. 

.In siq>port of the claim the applicant filed his own 
affidavit along with copy of document marked Aimexure-1 
to 12. The learned counsel for the non-applicant was given 
qjportunity to cross-examine him on his affidavit. On behalf 
of the iwn-applicant affidavit of Shri Anant Kumar Tandan, 
ChiefOfficer Supdt was filed along with cc^ of documents 
marked M-1 to M-7. The learned representative of the 
a(^icant was given opportunity to cross-examine him on 
his affidavit. 

As per the order of reference and as per the 
contention of the learned representative of the applicant it 
is to be considered as to whether the action of the non- 
af^cant in not promoting the a(^licant as Chi^ Cleik 
w.e.f. 1-1-84 under the modified scheme for promotion is 
justified? 

The learned representative of the aj^licant has 
contended that as per modified scheme for promotion on 
re-structuring of various cadres as per letter of General 
Manager dt. 11-3-85 ACR’s for 3 years immediately 
preceding 1-1-84 i.e. 31-3-83 should have been taken info 
account. It has been admitted by Shri Anant Kumar the 
witness for the non-applicant, that CR for the years 
1980-81 was favourable. The miiuites ofthe DPC Annexure 
M-1 also shows that CR for the year 1981-82 was also 
favourable to the applicant. The CR for the year 1982-83 
which is said to be adverse was communicated to the 
applicant vide letter dt. 10-10-85 while the applicant was 
found eligible for promotion by the DPC on 18-12-84. His 
contention is that the CR for the year 1982-83 which was 
average cannot be said to be adverse and even if it is so 
considered having n(X been communicated to the af^icant 
within time and before his consideration for promotion tty 
DPC the same could not have been acted upon. In support 
of his contention he has referred to Railway Establishment 


Rules. On the other hand ffie learned counsel for the noo- 
ai^licant has sui^xnted the action of non-^licant. 

It is not in di^Mte that under the u^-gradation sdieme 
for ixomotion to the post of Chi^ Cleik only the record 
was to be considered and written test or viva voce was not 
required. The minutes of DPC dt. 18-12-84 Ex. M-1 shows 
that CRs for the last three years i.e. 1981-82,1982-83 and 
1983-84 were considered The letter of GM Annexure isdt. 

11-3-85 in which it was clarified that CRs for last 3 years 
and the last for the year 31 -3-83 were to be consider^ for 
promotion against up-gradation post. Prior to this letter 
the DPC for promotion had alre^ been held. There is 
nothing on record to suggest that after the above letter 
DPC was again held and the promotions were reviewed It 
has also not been disputed that representation of the 
iq^licant against CR for the year 1983*^was rejected tty 
non-^licant aft^ the order the DPC. The contention 
of the learned representative of the a^licant that CR for 
the year 1982-83 cannot be said fo be alnerse being average 
cannot be accepted. The reviewing authority in the CR for 
the year ending 31-3-83 hasremaikedthatheisnotfitfor 
promotion. The learned representative of the applicant has 
drawn attention to the circular of the Railw^ Board dt. 
5-3-85 in which it has been mentioned that column relating 
to the “fitment for promotion” may be deleted ftom C.R. 
FOTm for Groiq) “C” staff. The said circular being dt 5-3-85 
is not relevant for the CR dt 31-3-1983. The learned 
rqpresentadve ofthe iq^licant has also thought the circular 
dt. 8-10-93 in which it has been mentioned that the grading 
of average in CR is not fo be treated as advo^. Firstly the 
circular being dt 8-10-93 was issued in the year 1993 >^dh 
the DPC was held in 1984. Secondly there is specific 
adverse ronark in the CR of the ^^cant for the year ending 
31-3-83 that he is notyrt fit forpromotioit As regards non¬ 
communication of adverse CRfor the year 31-3-83 before 
the DPC was held in the year 1984 it may be stated that a 
representation filed against the CR by tte non-^plicant 
was considered and rejected. The ad^rse remark in CR, 
therefore, having not l^n e>q)unged is on the record. No. 
useful purpose is likely to be served even if the ^plicants 
case for promotion is directed to be reconsider^. It may 
also be stated that the applicant has not been singled out 
tty the DPC for considering the CRs for the year ending 
31-3-84. The applicant, therefore, carmot be said to have 
been prejudice on account of non-communication of 
adverse CR for the year 31-3-83 even if the CR ending on 
31-3-84 which is also adverse is ignored. 

On the basis of the above discussion the action of 
the ifon-a(^licant in denying promotion to the ai^licant to 
the post of Chief Clerk w.e.f 1-1-84 caimot be said to be 
unjustified and the ^plicant is not entitled to any relief 

Copies of the award may be sent to the Central 
Government under Section 17(1) of the Act, 1947, for 
publicatitm. 


R.C. SHARMA, Presiding (!)fficer 
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New Delhi, the 2Sth F^vuaiy, 2006 

S.O. 1145.—^In pur^iance of Sectioo 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government herein publishes the award (Ref. No. 101/98) 
of the Central Goveimnent lodustiial Tribunal -cum-Labour 
Court, Bangalore as shown in the annejone in die Inchistrial 
Dispute between the management of Syndicate Bank, and 
their workmen, received by the Cent^ Government on 
2802-2006 

[No.^l2012/66/1998-IR^II) 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNCXURE 

BEFOREIHEC12^mRALGOVEitNMENT 
INDUSnUALnUBUNAl^ CUM-LABOURCOURT, 
BANGALORE 

Dated: 4di F^miaiy 2006 

PRESENT 

ShriA.R SIDDlQULPresidiag Officer 

CR. No. 101/98 

IParty HParty 

Shri S.M. Parade, The Zonal Manager, 

C/oShriN.M.K£ 9 }atkarDavalgi Syndicate Bank, 

(FO), Miuld^ihal Zonal Office, 

(Tq), Bijapur Gandhinagar, 

Bangalore 

AWARD 

l.TheCentral Government by e>ffircising the powers 
conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 2A the Section 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 has referred this dispute 
videorder. No. L-12012/66/98/IR^II) dated 4-12-1998 for 
adjudication on the following schedule: 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management Syndicate 
Bank in dismissing the services of Shri S.N. Parande, 
Oerk, w.c.t 24-3-97 is legal and justified? If not, to 
what relief the said woriunan is entitled?” 


2. A charge sheet dated 14-2-1995 was issued to the 
first party as follows :— 

Charge Sheet 

“It is alleged against you that:— 

You have been working as Qerk at our Huvinshippaigi 
branch sinc« 9-7-91 and while working in your 
position as such, you were entrusted with Temporary 
Special Assistant (hities from 27-8-1994 to 1-9-1994 
andfiDm 5-9-1994 to 8-9-1994. During this period 
certain unauthcnized^sified/fictitions transactions 
were effected by yoa. The details of which are as 
follows V 

(1) That on 27-8-1994, you have withdrawn from your 
SB account No. 7979, an amount of Rs. 1500 by 
withdrawal slip No. 282778 against a fictitious credit 
entry of Rs. 1500/- dated 24-8-1994 made by you. 
The balance in your SB account No. 7979 as on 
22-8-94 was Rs. 52 and without the fictitious entry of 
Rs. 1500 dated 24-8-1994, the above referred 
withdrawal on 27-8-1994 could not have been 
effected. The said withdrawal slip amount was 
ddrited to the account and the same was passed by 
you. By your above acts, it is apparent that you 
folsified the records and made fictitious entry' to derive 
monetary benefit at the cost of the bank. 

(2) On 29-8-1994, a dd)it slip of Rs. 1271.25 pertaining 
to the deduction towards loan availed by you from 
M/s. Syndicate Bank Thrift and Credit Society Ltd, 
Madras was sent to SB department of which you 
were the incahrge on that d^. The slip was sent to 
the Department for debiting to your SB Account. 
No.7786. You have initialed in the space ‘entered’, 
‘checked by’ on the debit slip and also entered the 
SB ledger folio No.451 pertaining to SB Account 
No.7786 on the same, to make believe that the debit 
to SB Account No. 7786 has ^n effected. This 
amount was taken ih the SB sub d^ of the day so as 
to tally the day book. By your above acts the bank is 
exposed to financi^ loss of Rs. 1271.25 because the 
relevant oedit has been passed on to M/s. Syndicate 
Bank Thrift & Credit Society Ltd, Madras without 
any contra dd>it to your account. Thus, you have 
falsified the records of the Bank to gain undue 
pecuniary advantage. 

(3) On 7-9-94, while you were entrusted with 
Temporary Special Assistant duties, you prepared a 
dd}it slip of Rs. 391.25 towards the Suspense account 
even though there was no corresponding credit entry 
outstanding in the suspense account. The proceeds 
of such debit was erdited to your SB Account No. 
7786 by virtue of a credit slip prepared and signed by 
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you. By your above acts, you derived monetary 
benefit at the cost of the bank out of the fictitious 

slip- 

(4) A sum of Rs. 325/- being the amount of Telephone 
charges recovered from you was outstanding in the 
Suspense Account No. 110/93 as on 29-8-94. On 
30-8-1994, you without any authority, fraudulently 
transferred the amount so outstanding to your SB 
Account No.7786 by preparing the credit and debit 
slip and by authorizing the said transaction. 

(5) A sum of Rs. 1270/- being the amount of 6 days 
salary recovered for the period from 25-4-94 to 
30-4-94 was outstanding in the suspense account 
No.34/94 as on 29-8-1994. On 30-8-1994, you without 
any authority, fraudulently transferred the amount 
so outstanding to your SB account No. 7786 by 
preparing the dd)it and credit slip and by authorizing 
the said transaction. The above acts on your part 
amounts to ‘Gross misconduct’ within the meaning 
of Clause No. 19.5 of the Bipartite Settlement, We, 
therefore, charge you with the commission of ‘Gross 
misconduct of doing acts prejudicial to the interest 
of the bank’ vide clause 19.12(b) of the Bipartite 
Settlement. During the period of suspension, you 
will be paid subs stence allowance at the following 
scales, as per Clac;^ 557 of the Sastiy Award/Bipartite 
Settlernent — 

(i) For the first three months, one third of the pay 
and allowances which you would have got, but for 
the suspension; 

Cn) ITiereafter, one half of the pay and allowances; 

« 

Oii) After one year, full pay and allowances if the 
enquiry is not d aye=:l for reasons attributable to 
your or any of your representatives. 

You are required to furnish us your postal address 
forthwith for the purpose of future conununication 
with you. You should not enter the branch premises 
during the period of your suspension except for the 
purpose of operating your own account Further, for 
the purpose, you should obtain specific permission 
of the Branch Manager by sending him a note vrith 
the Attender at the brancb Such banking operations 
will be allowed only in the Manager’s cabin. If it is 
found that you ar aiifflising the above facility in any 
way, your accouiii is liable to be closed and the 
balance sent to you by a pay order. 

Besides you are required to submit your explanation, 
if any, within 15 days of receipt of this charge sheet 
cum suspension order.” 

3. The ejq)lanation offered by the first party not being 
found satisfactory, the management held DE and adduced 


ora’ and documentary evidence in the course of enquiry . 
The first party participated in the enquiry proceedings with 
the assistance of DR and on the conclusion of the enquiry, 
enquiry oflBcer submitted his findings holding the first party 
guilty of the aforesaid charges of misconduct. The first 
party was furnished with the findings of llie enquiry and 
submitted his comments. The Disciplinary authority after 
having graie through the findings and not being convinced 
by tlie comments made by the first party over the findings, 
proposed the punishment of dismissal giving an 
opportunity of personal hearing to the first party and 
thereupon passed the impugned dismissal order. The first 
party preferred an appeal against the dismissal order and 
his appeal can^ to be dismissed by the Appellate Authority'. 
Then he raised the dispute resulting into the present 
reference. 

4. By way of his Claim Statementthefirst party while 
challenging dismissal order also challenged the enquiry 
proceedings as well as the enquiry findings. The 
management filed its counter statement and based on the 
respective contentions of the parties with regard to the 
validity and the legality or otherwise of the enquiry 
proceedings questioned whether the enquiry hold agai nst 
the first patty is fair and premier was taken up as a prd iminxuy 
issue. During the course of trial of the said issue, the 
management examined the enquiry officer as MW 1 and 
got marked the documents at Ex. M1 to M8 including the 
enquiry proceedings and findings of the enquiry. First party 
examined himself as WWI and got marked documents at 
Ex.WltoWl5. 

5. After hearing the learned counsels for the 
respective parties, this tribunal by its order dated 
12-4-2005 recorded a finding over the above said issue 
holding that enquiry conducted by the second party against 
the first party is not fair and proper. Thereiqxrn, in order to 
prove the charges of misconduct against the first party. 
MW2 said to have been working as Manager, Attibele 
Branch during the year 1994 was examined and documents 
at Ex. 9 to 48 were marked. 

6. Coming to the Fir^ Charge, documents at Ex.Mi2 
to M19 were marked in the deposition of MW2. His 
statement is that Ex.M12 is the original ledger sheet of 
the first party and the relevant entries at Ex. M12(a). 
Ex.M13 is the Officers Scroll routine Cash Sheet with 
relevant entry at Ex.M13{a). Ex.Ml4 is the SB Sub-day 
sheet with relevant entry at Ex.M14(a).Ex.Ml5 is the 
cashier Scroll dated 24-8-1994 to show that there is no 
entry showing the deposit of Rs. 1500 as shown on 
24.8.1994. Ex.M16 is the SB balancing Extract dated 
24^8-1994 to show that on the said date there was a 
balance of Rs.52 only was in the SB Account of the first 
party. The relevant entry is at Ex Ml6(a). Ex.M17 is the 
sub day extract dated 24-8-1994 to show that the above 
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said entry of Rs. 1500 is not reflecting therein. Ex.Ml 8 is 
the withdrawal shp by which the flrst party himself passed 
and withdrew the amount putting his signature on its 
reverse at Ex.Ml8(a). Ex.Ml9 is the Officers Scroll to show 
that above said entry of Rs. 1500 is iwt found therein. On 
this point in his cross examination it was elicited that 
Ex.Ml 8 is initialed tty the cashier who paid'the amount and 
Ex.Ml 3 is written under the handwriting of the fira party. 
Learned first party representative, ShriMRR in his written 
arguments vehemently submitted that afor;^ said 
documents to prove charge No.l are not sufficient and 
satisfactory to suggest that the first party on 27-8-19 >4 
* has withdrawn from his SB account an amount ofRs. 1500 
by withdrawal slip against the fictitious credit entry of 
Rs. 1500 dated 24-8-1994 made by him. He submitted that 
the necessary relevant documents are not p.oduced 
before this tribunal to show that as on 22-8-1994 there 
was a balance of Rs. 52 only in the SB account of the first 
party and that by his fictitious entry of Rs on 
24-8-1994 he had withdrawn the said amount Ity way of 
withdrawal slip. By going through the documents referred 
to supra in the statement of MW2, it cannot be said that 
those documents are not sufficient to establish the fact 
that as on 22-8-1994 or before 24-8-94 there was a sum of 
Rs.52 in the SB account of the first pary and that as on 
the date a credit entry of Rs. 1500 was shown in the 
handwriting of the first party himself and that amount 
was withdrawn by him on 27-8-1994. The fact that he had 
withdrawn a sum of Rs. 1500 by wty of withdrawal slip on 
27-8-1994 has not been disputed by the first party any 
where much less in the cross examination of MW2, As 
noted above, Ex.Ml 2 is the original ledger sheet and the 
relevant entries at Ex.Ml2(a). The officers scroll routine 
cash sheet at Ex.Ml 4 with relevant entry at Ex. M13(a) 
and the SB sub-day sheet at Ex.Ml 4 with relevant entry at 
Ex.M14(a) would lend support to the case of the 
management to speak to the fact that there was no actual 
credit of Rs, 1500 by the first party to his SB account as 
on 24-8-1994. The first party admittedly was heading the 
department of SB accounts as on 27-8-1994 and under 
his own handwriting passed the credit entry as w«ll as 
the debit entry and by issuing a withdrawal slip got the 
payment of Rs, 1500/- as if that amount was credited and 
deposited by him in his SB account as on 24-8-1994, Sub¬ 
day extract dated 24-8-1994 marked at Ex. M17 would make 
it further clear that above said credit entry of Rs.^500/- 
was not reflecting in the said document. A perusal of 
Ex.M 18 would disclose that the first party himself prepared 
the withdrawal slip passed the same and withdrew the 
amount by putting his signature on its reverse at Ex, 
Ml 8(a). Ex.M19 is the officers scroll to show that said 
entry of Rs. 1500 is not found therein. Therefore, it has 
been established by the management in the above said 
statement of MWl and the aforesaid documents that first 


party created a false credit entry of Rs.l500 against 
his SB Account as on 24-8-1994 and withdrew the 
said amount with the help of withdrawal slip as on 
27-«-1994. 

7. With regard to the Second Charge, MW2 in his 
examination chief stated that Ex. M20 is another SB account 
extract ledger sheet No. 7786 of the first party and Ex. M21 
is the demand notice issued by the Syndicate Bank 
Employees Co-operative Thrift and Credit Society Limited. 
He stated that on the basis of the said demand notice, a 
debit slip voucher at Ex. M22 was prepared by the clerk 
and was given to the first party to make deduction 
according in his SB Account but he did not debit the 
amount but made it to appear as if he deducted the said 
amount by just making an entry ‘checked* and ‘entered* 
and by putting his initial on the above said slip. He also 
had given folio No. as 451, fictitiously. MW2 itirther stated 
that on that basis they passed the DD showing loan 
deduction of Rs. 1271.25 towards the loan amount of the 
first party. He then rrferred to the cr^t voucher at Ex. M23 
and the covering letter at Ex. M24 under which a DD was 
sent. He further stated that Ex. M25 is the sub day sheet 
^ted 29-8-1994 and the relevant entry at Ex. M25 (a). On 
this point MW2 was cross examined and it was elicited 
from his mouth that he (MW2) has put his signature on Ex. 
M22 on going through the contents. Ex. M23 also has his 
signature and that he signed Ex. M23 & M24 after having 
gone through the contents. 

8, Learned First Party Representative taking the help 
of the above said statement of MW2 contended that when 
MW2 as a Manager himself has signed Ex. M22,23 and 24 
having gone through the contents then first party cannot 
be blamed for preparation of Ex. M22. The question to be 
considered is not as to whether MW2 was aware of the 
contents of the relevant documents with regard to the debit 
slip vocher and the credit voucher but the point is whether 
the first party having prepared the said debit slip in fact 
dd)ited a sum ofRs. 1271.25 to his SB Account or not. It is 
not the case of the first party nor any question was put to 
MW2 in his cross examination that the first party infact 
has debited the above said amount in his SB Account so 
as to pass DD showing loan deduction of the said amount 
due from the first party. As stated by MW2 he did not 
deduct or debit the said amount to his SB account but 
made it to appear as if he has done it just making the entry 
‘checked and entered’ and putting his initial on the said 
slip by giving fictitious folio No. 451, Based on the above 
said entry the bank passed the DD shouing a loan deduction 
ofRs. 1271.25 towards the loan amount of the first party 
and the credit voucher was prqiared accordingly at Ex.M23. 
Therefore, only because MW2 signed Ex. E22.23 and 24, 
going through the contents, it cannot be said that there 
was actually the debit of the above said amount in the SB 
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Account of the first party which debit entry was supposed 
to made by the first party himself being the head of the SB 
Account Department at the relevant point of time. Therefore, 
it is to be held that the above said charge also has been 
proved by the management. 

9. The next charge namely 3rd Charge against the 
first party is that on 7-9-1994 when he was entrusted with 
temporary special assistant duties, be prepared debit slip 
of Rs. 391.25 towards the Suspense Account even though 
there was no corresponding credit entry outstanding in 
the suspense accounts and he got the said amount credited 
to his SB Account No. 7786 by virtue of a credit slip 
prepared and signed by himself. Speaking to this feet MW2 
in his examination chief stated that there was no credit 
entry of Rs. 391.25 in the suspense account but the first 
party debited the above said amount by himself without 
corresponding credit entry and the same was debited to 
his SB Account. He then referred to Ex.M32, the Su^nse 
Balancing Extract dated 6-9-1994 to show that there was no 
credit entry of Rs. 391.25 in Suspense Account. He referred 
to Ex. M33, the Suspense Account Genereal ledger Extract 
with relevant entry at Ex, M33(a) to speak to the faa that 
there was no credit of Rs. 391.2 5 in the Suspense Account 
as on the date. He then stated that Ex. M34 is the Suspense 
Account General Ledger Extract wherein the first party' has 
made false entry' of Rs. 391*25 to the place Nil at Ex. 
M34(a). In his cross examination on the said point it was 
elicited that as per Ex, M20 (b) an amount of Rs. 391.25 
was debited in the SB Account of the first party and 
mentioned as credited to Suspense Account. A suggestion 
was made to MW2 as to for what reason the above said 
amount was kept in the Suspense Account and it was further 
suggested it was kept in the Suspense Account for 6 
months for no good reasons. Then it was elicited from his 
mouth as on7-9-1994 the first party was the Special 
Assistance and he debited the said amount in his SB 
account from Suspense Account as a Special Assistant. 

10. Learned Representative for the first party 
therefore, argued that the above said amount of Rs. 391.25 
in faa was the amount belonging to the first party and was 
kept in Suspense Account for a period of 6 months without 
any reason. Therefore, the first party as a Special Assistant 
on the above said date has withdrawn the said amount of 
the Suspense Account and debited to his SB account and 
for doing so he was fully authorised and competent as a 
Special Assistant. The faa that first party was holding a 
temporary' charge of Special Assistant from 27-8-1994 to 
1 -9-1994 and then from 5-9-1994 to 8-9-1994 is not denied 
by the management. What learned counsel for the 
management argued is that even if the above said amount 
was kept in suspense account in the name of the first party 
'Tvithoui any r&ison or without any authority, even then 
the ftr.st partv was not supposed to handle the said amount 


taking undue advantage of his temporary duty as a Special 
Assistant. I find force in his argument. Assuming for a 
moment that above said amount belonged to the first i»rty 
and kept in suspense account for a period of about six 
months for no good reasons, the first party holding the 
temporary charge of Special Assistant could not have 
authority to debit the said amount from the Suspense 
Accunt to his SB aax)unt. of course, it has come in the 
evidence of MW2 that as a special assistant be had the 
powers to sanction credit, debit etc. amount not exceeding 
Rs. 20,000 without approaching the Manager for siKih debits 
and credits. However, MW2 iivhis cross examination stated 
that first party Avas not supposed to deal with the Suspense 
Accounts, be derued the suggestion that first party had 
the powers to deal with Suspense Account as well as his 
SB Account and therefore, he did not commit any 
misoondua. Therefore, the faa that the first party withdrew 
the amount from Suspense Account and credited to his SB 
Account remains to be undisputed by the first party but 
with a rider that he did with authority as a Special Assistant. 
I am not inclined to accept his assertion on the said point. 
He was holding the charge of Special Assistant on 
temporary basis for a limited period and certainly was not 
supposed to meddle with the suspense account much less 
the amount kept in his name in the suspense account by 
the management. Assuming for a moment that the 
management was not justified in keeping the said amount 
in the sui^nse Account for no good reasons, the first 
party was not supposed to rectify or legalise the said illegal 
entry in the Suspense Account as a Special Assistant, 
even further assuming that he had an authorty to deal with 
suspense accounts as a Special Assistant. For the simple 
reason that the money belonged to him and was kept in 
suspense account. He could not have withdrawn the said 
amount without the permission of his higher authority. If 
there was any wrong committed by the higher authority in 
withholding his amount in suspense account, the only 
proper course available to him was to seek the recovery of 
the said amount through proper procedure and through 
prq}er channel. 

11. Similar is the case with 4th Charge leveled against 
the first party. Here again undisputedly he had withdrawn 
a sum of Rs. 325 kept in his name in the suspense account 
towards the telephone charges recovered from him as on 
29-8-1994. The arguments advanced for the first party was 
again to the effect that as a Special Assistant he had 
authority in getting the said amount transferred to his SB 
account as the amount belonged to him and was kept in 
the suspense account illegally. Of course as on 30-8-1994 
when he withdrew the said amount of suspense account, 
first party was holding the charge of Special Assistant. 
But as noted above, he was not supposed to handle with 
the said amount without the permission of the proper 
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authority fiom the higher ups assuming for a moment again 
that it was illegally kept in the Suspense Account. 

12. Learned representative in the ctoss examination 
of MW2 made an attempt to bring on record the fact that 
there was a separate register maintained for the telephones 
made by the bank staff and the details as to who made the 
telephone calls, the duration took place and the charges 
paid on their behalf. We are not concerned here about the 
details of the charges or details of the tel^one calls made 
by the first party so as to recover from him a sum of Rs. 
325/- towards the Telephone Charges. Once again for 
arguments salre, taking for granted that the first party was 
not liable to pay a sum of Rs. 325 towards tel^honechaiges 
but the management illegally had kept the said amount in 
the suspense account debiting the same from his SB 
account. Question is whether the first party could have 
dealt with the said amount as a Special Assistant on a 
Ten^rary basis. In my opinion he had no authority to 
med^e with the said amount even if he had an authority to 
deal with the suspense account as a Special Assistant for 
the simple reason that the money belonged to him and he 
was not supposed to have rectified or ccArected a mistake 
committed by the management taking upon himself without 
the permission and authority given to him by the higher 
ups. 

13. Coming to the 5th charge once again the story is 
the same. A sum of Rs. 1270 being the amount of six days 
salary of the first party was outstanding in the Suspense 
account as on 29-8-1994. The first party undisputedly 
transferred the.said amount to his SB account on 
30-8-1994. MW2 in his examination chief has spoken to the 
said fact with the help of relevant documents. In his cross 
examination it was elicited that the sum of Rs. 1270 was 
debited in the SB account of the first party on 29-4-1994 
and kept in Supsense account as per Ex.M45. Then the 
learned representative for the first party cross examined 
the witness with regard to the procedure of granting of the 
leave, its refusal, the time required for grant of refusal of 
the leave and whether in the case of the first party such a 
procedure was followed. In his argument learned 
representative submitted that tlie first party went on leave 
from 25-4-1994 to 30-4-1994 but even till today the fate of 
the said leave application is not known to the first party 
much less to MW2 himself. Therefore, learned 
representative subnfitted that the management was not 
legally justified in recovering the said amount of Rs. 1270/- 
by debiting it in the SB account of the first party on 
29-4-1994 and then keeping it in Suspense Account 
indefinitely without any authority. Therefore, learned 
representative submitted that the first party as a special 
assistant did any wrong or committed no misconduct if he 
had debited the said amount in the Su^nse Account and 
credited it to his SB account on 30-8-1994 when he was 


holding the charge of Special Assistant- Once again I must 
disagree with this submission. It may be that proper 
procedure was not followed by the competent authority in 
refusing or granting leave to the first party as required 
under the rules. May be that the management was not 
justified in making recovery of the said amount by way of 
making a debit entry in his SB account and acredit entry in 
Suspense Account. The first part certainly was not legally 
justified to rectify any such mistake or illegality committed 
by the management of his own. He cannot as a Special 
Assistant holding the charge temporarily go on doing 
certain illegal acts in his own favour. As argued for the 
management the Suspense Account belonged to the 
management and without the authority of the management 
could not have been meddled with particularly with reflect 
to the amount belonging to the first par^ himself. He carmot 
take the advantage of his authority as a Special Assistant 
and assuming the powers of the management under the 
guise of rectifying or correcting the mistakes or the 
illegalities alleged to have been committed by the 
management. Therefore, in the light of the oral testimony 
of MW2 and the documents referred to supra in his 
deposition and in the light of the very defence taken by the 
first party, the only irresistible conclusion to be drawn 
would be that charges of misconduct as levelled against 
the first party have been proved by convincing, sufficient 
and legal evidence. In fact the statement of MW2 and the 
documents produced before this tribunal have gone 
unchallenged and uncontroverted by way of rebuttal 
evidence by the first party. He did not adduce any evidence 
nor stepped hiniself into the witness box to counter the 
statement of MW2 or to challenge the genuineness and 
veracity of the documentary evidence produced by the 
management and spoken to by MW2 in his deposition in 
this tribunal. 

14. Now the question would be what punishment the 
first party deserved for the misconduct committed by him 
with reference to the above said charges. In my opinion 
the charges proved against the first party are very 
serious in nature involving moral tufpit^ loosing the 
crxifidence reposed in him by the management. Therefore, 
he deserves the punishment of dismissal. Hence the 
following award. 

AWARD 

The first party stands dismissed from service. 

No Order to cost. 

(Dictated to PA transcribed by her corrected and 
signed by me on 4th February, 2006). 

A.R. SIDDIQUI, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1146. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 90/2005) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Jaipur now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of State Bank of Bikaner and Jaipur and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 284)2-2006. 


[No. L-12012/175/2004-IR(B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL. 
CUM-LABOURCOURT, JAIPUR 

Case No. CGIT-90/2005 

Reference No. L*12012/175/2004.IR (B-1) 

Sh. Aijun Das, 

S/o Sh. Mathura Das, 

Through Amir Chand Ranka, 

Saat Nimadi ki Samne, 

Jallore (Rajasthan) .Applicant 

Versus 


The Branch Manager, 

State Bank of Bikaner and Jaipur, 

Branch Bhinmaal, 

Distt. Jallore, 

Jallore (Raj.) .Non-applicant 

PRESENT; 


Presiding officer 

For the applicant 
For the non-applicant 
Date of Award 


Sh. R.C. Sharma 

: Sh. R.C. Jain. 

; None. 

: 15-2-2006 


AWARD 

1. The Central Government in exercise of the powers 
conferred under Qause ‘D’ of sub-sections 1 & 2(A) to 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (hereinafter 
referred to as the ‘Act’) has referred this industrial dispute 
for adjudication to this Tribunal which runs as under:— 


“Whether the action of the management of State Bank 
of Bikaner & Jaipur, Krishi Vikas Branch, Bhinmaal 
Distt. Jallore (Raj.) in terminating the services of Shri 
Arjun Das S/o Shri Mathuradas (Peon) w.e.f. 
23-8-2002 is justified and legal? If not, what relief he 
is entitled to?” 

2. The workman in his claim statement has pleaded 
that he was employed as a daily-wager by the Branch 
Manager of the non-applicant bank at Bhinmal Branch on 
8-2-1999, who continuously worked till 23-8-2002 and 
discharged all the functions of a 4th class employee, that 
on several occasions he worked as a messenger and he 
was also asked to look after the clerical job. He had further 
stated that all the concerned record is with the possession 
of the bank and the post of the 4th class is still lying vacant. 
He has further stated that in the year 1999 he performed the 
work for about 282 days, in the year 2000 he put in 307 
working days, in the year 2001 he worked for 313 days and 
in the year 2002 till 23rd August he completed 180 days of 
work. But his service was terminated on 23-8-2002 in 
contravention of the provision contained under Section 
25-F of the Act. He has urged that his termination order be 
declared as unjustified and illegal and he be reinstated in 
the service with its continuity and all consequential 
benefits. 

3. The non-applicant despite the service of the 
registered notice did not put his appearance and accordingly 
on 13-9-2005 the ex parte proceedings were drawn against 
him. 


4. In the evidence, the workman has placed his 
affidavit on the record and has also filed Ex. W-1 and 
Ex. W-2, the tables of the working days. 

5. I have heard the Id. representative for the workman 
and have scanned the record. 

6. The Id. representative for the workman placing 
his reliance on the workman’s affidavit contends that the 
workman had submitted .two charts of working days 
pertaining to the total period which shows that he had 
completed 240 days in the each of calendar year. According 
to his contention the workman has completed 240 days of 
work in the calendar year preceding to the date of his 
termination, whose service was terminated in violation of 
Section 25-F of the Act. The Id. representative has referred 
to 2005 (III) CLRSC 1028 in support of his submission. 

7. I have considered the submissions advanced' on 
behalf of the workman and have carefully perused the 
judicial pronouncement referred to before me. 

8. The workman in his affidavit has reiterated the 
facts as narrated in the claim statement and has asserted 
that he had completed over 240 days in the calendar years 
preceding to the date of his termination. According to him, 
he put in 282 days in the year 1999, 307 days in the year 
2000, 313 days in the year 2001 and 185 days in the year 
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2002. He has also pointed out the number of Sundays and 
gazetted holidays year-wise, which when included in the 
number of these working days, their number further 
increases. 

9. In support of his submission, the workman has 
placed on record the chart Ex. W-1 exhibiting the number - 
of working days during the period in question. Ex. W-2 is 
also the chart containing the number of working days 
between the period 24th August, 2001 to 23rd August, 
2002 and it indicates that including the Sundays and 
gazetted holidays he had put in 344 days of continuous 
work during this calendar year preceding to the date of his 
termination. With the assistance of these two documents 
(charts), the Id. representative for the workman contends 
that the claimant had completed over 240 days in the 
calendar year preceding to his termination. 

10. Ex facie, both these documents have been 
prepared on behalf of the workman and they do not bear 
any signature or seal of the non-applicant bank. They are 
neither the photostat copies of the bank record, nor they 
are any part of the bank record, which may suggest that 
the claiman t had worked under the employment of the bank. 
There is nothing on the record to link both these documents 
with the bank record and their authenticity could not be 
established by the workman. 

11. The Id. representative for the workman has placed 
his reliance on 2005 (III) CLRSC1028. The facts of this case 
are that the Industrial-Tribunal found on facts that the 
workman had continuously worked with the non-applicant 
establishment for more than 240 days prior to the date of 
his termination and that the then Assistant Executive 
Engineer had issued a certificate (Ex. W-1) to the effect 
that the workman had worked from 24-11-1988 to 20-6-1994 
with the establishment. It was further found that the 
appellant was cross-examined on behalf of the management, 
but there was nothing to disbelieve the certificate Ex. W-1 
which was found to be duly proved. It also contained the 
signature of the then Assistant Executive Engineer. On 
these facts the claim of the workman was accepted. The 
Hon’ble Apex Court on these circumstances has observed 
that “Now applying the above decision to the facts of the 
present case, we find that the workman herein had stepped 
in the witness box. He had called upon the management to 
produce the nominal muster rolls for the period commencing 
from 22-11-1998 to 20-6-1994. This period is the period borne 
out by the certificate (exhibit Wl) issued by the former 
Asstt. Executive Engineer”. 

12^ Obviously, the facts of the referred to case are 
wholly distinguishable from the present controversy 
wherein no document or its photostat copy could be placed 
on record which could reflect that it pertains to the non¬ 
applicant establishment and could further substantiate that 
the workman had performed his duties for more than 240 
days in a calendar year preceding to his termination. By no 


stretch of imagination the charts Ex. W-1 and Ex. W-2 can 
be persumed to be the cogent evidence in the light of the 
referred to decision. Hence, the Id. representative for the 
workman does not derive any assistance from the referred 
to decision. 

13. Contrary to it, the Hon’ble Apex Court in 2002 
see (L&S) 367 has observed that is for the claimant to lead 
evidence to show that he had in fact worked for 240 days in 
the year preceding to his termination and filing of an 
affidavit is only his own statement in his favour which 
could not be regarded as sufficient evidence for any Court 
or Tribunal to come to the conclusion that a workman had, 
in fact, worked for 240 days in a year. In the light of this 
principle, since both the charts Ex. W-1 and Ex. W-2 are not 
authentic or genuine documents, which can be relied upon, 
there remains only the oral evidence of the workman, which 
is not sufficient to prove that he had completed 240 days 
in a calendar year preceding to his termination. Accordignly, 
the workman’s submission with regard to the contravention 
of the provision under Section 25-F of the Act cannot be 
maintained and is repelled. 

14. So far as the workman’s testimony on the pleas 
in relation to the retention of junior persons to him while 
terminating his service and the subsequent recruitment of 
the fresh hands are concerned, neither they are 
incorporated in the claim statement, not the names of such 
persons have been disclosed by the workman in his 
desposition, nay there is any evidence on the record to 
strengthen his pleas. The submissions on this point are, 
therefore, found to be meritless and are negated. 

15. To conclude, the workman has failed to bring on 
record any sufficient evidence in support of his claim, which 
is liable to be rejected. 

16. In the result, the reference is answered in the 
negative against the workman and it is held that the 
termination order dated 23-8-2002 passed against the 
workman is justified and legal. His claim is rejected. An 
award is passed in these terms accordingly. 

17. Let a copy of the award be sent to the Central 
Government for publication under Section 17(1) of the Act. 

R.C. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 
1 2006 
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New Delhi, the IsFMarch, 2006 

S-O- 1147—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 117/ 
2005) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Jaipur now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in felation to the 
management of Dungarpur Banswara Kshetriya Gramin 
Bank and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 28-02-2006. 

[No. L-12012/49/2005-IR(B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAIXTJM-LABOUR COURT, JAIPUR 

Case No. CGIT-117/2005 
Reference No. L.12012/49/2005.IR (B.l) 

Sh. Naresh Joshi, 

Sagwara, Distt. Dungarpur 

Rajasthan. .Applicant 

Versus 

The President, 

Dungarpur Banswara Kshetriya 

Gramin Bank, 

Dungarpur (Raj.) .Non-applicant 

PRESENT; 


Presiding officer: Sh. R.C. Sharma 


For the applicant: None. 

For the non-applicant: Sh. Rajendra Arora 

Dale of Award: 17-2-2006 

AWARD 

1. The Central Government in exercise of the powers 
conferred under Clause D of sub-section 1 and 2(A) to 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (for short 
‘the Act’) has referred the following industrial dispute for 
to this tribunal for adjudication, which runs as under;— 


“Whether the action of the management of Dungarpur 
Banswara Kshetriya Gramin Bank, Dungarpur in 
terminating the services of Sh. Naresh Joshi, S/o Sh. 
Nathuram Joshi on 16-10-2002 is justified? If not, 
what relief the workman is entitled to?” 


2. Pursuant to the receipt of the reference the 
registered notices were issued to both the parties and on 
behalf of the non-applicant bank its representative put his 
appearnace before the Court. But the registered notice to 
the workman issued by this Court has been returned by 
the post office with an endorsement that the given address 
is incomplete. On careful perusal, it is found that the address 
written on the postal cover is similar to that of the address 
mentioned in the reference. Even the Central Government 
has issued the notices to both the parties with a direction 
to the claimant to file the statement of claim complete with 
relevant documents, list of reliance and witnesses with the 
Tribunal within 15 days of the receipt of its order of 
reference. But only the appearance on behalf of the non¬ 


applicant has been put in before the Court, which shows 
that either the workman is not traceable or he is not willing 
to plead his claim. Therefore, the claim as referred in the 
order of reference is liable to be rejected. 

3. Resultantly, the reference is answered in the 
negative against the workman and in favour of the non¬ 
applicant and it is held that the termination order dated 
16-10-2002 is justified. An award is passed in these terms 
accordingly. 

4. Let a copy of the award be sent to the Central 
Government for publication under Section 17(1) of the Act. 

R.C. SHARMA, Presiding Officer 

M 1 2006 
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New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1148—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 2/2006) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Jaipur now as showb in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of The Bank of Rajasthan Ltd. and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 28-02-2006. 

[No. L-12012/211/2005-IR(B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENTINDUSTOIALTRffiUNAL- 
CUM-IABOURCOURT, JAIPUR 

Case No. CGIT.2/2006 

Reference No. L-12012/211/2005-lR (B-I) 

The Vice-President, 

All BankSafai Karamchari Sangh, 

50/138, Rajat Path, Mansarovar, 

Jaipur .Applicant 

Versus 

The Deputy General Manager, 

The Bank of Rajasthan Ltd., 

Central Office, 

Sardar Patel Marg, 

C-Scheme, Jaipur 


■Non-applicant 
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PRESENT: 

Presiding officer: RG Shanna 

For the applicant: None. 

For the non-applicant: GPMalu 

Date of Award: 15-2-2006 

AWARD 

1. The Central Government in exercise of the powers 
conferred under Gause D of sub-Section 1 and sub-section 
2(A) to Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (for 
short, the ‘Act’) has referred the following industrial dilute 
to this Tribunal for adjudication, which runs as under:— 

“Whether the action of the management of die Bank 
of Rajasthan Ltd., Jaipur through Dy. General 
Manager in terminating die services of workman Shri 
Rambabu Gbdiwal, PTS w.e.f. 2-7-2002 and also not 
giving the 1/3 wages of pay scale is legal and 
justified? If not, what relief the claimant is entitled to 
and from which date?” 

2. Pursuant to the receipt of the reference, the notices 
were issued to both the contesting parties. On behalf of 
the bank officer in-charge put his appearance before the 
Court, but despite the service of the registered notice on 
the applicant union none appeared on its behalf on 
13-2-2006. No reason could be assigned for the non 
apparance of the applicant union. It was the bounden duty 
of the applicant union to lead the evidence to establish the 
claim of the workman Ramb^u Godiwal, but no evidence 
could be led and even none appeared on behalf of the 
applicant union to plead the case of the workman. Thus, 
the applicant union has failed to establish the claim 
espoused by it before the Court. The claim, therefore, 
deserves to be rejected. 

3. Accordingly, the reference is answered in the. 
negative against the applicant union and in favour of non¬ 
applicant bank'and it is held that the termination order 
dated 2-7-2002 passed against the workman Rambabu 
Godiwal and also the order not giving him one-third wages 
of pay scale is legal and justified. An award is passed in 
these terms accordingly. 

4. Let a copy of the award may be sent to the Central 
Government for publication under Section 17(1) of the Act. 

R..C. SHARMA Presiding Officer 

M 1 2006 
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New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1149—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 201/99) 
of the Centml Government Industrial-Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Jabalpur now as shown in the Annexure iti the 
Indu^al Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of State Bank of India and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 28-02- 
2006. 

[No. L-120m W-IR (B-I)] 
AJ AY KUMAR, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORETHECENIRALGOVEllNMENr 

INDUSIRIALTRroONALCUMLABOlJRCXlURT, 

JABALPUR 

No.CGIT/LC/R/20iy99 
Presiding Officer: Shri C. M. Singh 

The General Secretary, 

SBl Workmen Union, V-^ 

“Vasurtdhai^” 

State Bank Colony, 

Motia Talab, Jahangirabad, 

Bhopal (MP) Workman/Union 

Versus 

The General Manager (D&P), 

State Bank of India, L(Kal Head Office, 
Hoshangabad Road, 

Bhopal (MP) 

The Dy. General Manager, 

State Bank of India, 

2fonal Office, Hamidia Road, 

Bhopal (MP) Management 

AWARD 

Passed on this 15th day of February, 2006 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
vide its Notification No. L-12012^1/99/IR (B-I) dated 
10-5-99 has referred the following dispute for adjudication 
by this tribunal:— 

“Whether the action of the management of State Bank 
of India in terminating the services of Shri Mahesh 
Kumar Sunehariya, w.e.f. 14-6-97 is justified? If not, 
to what relief the workman is entitled for?” 

2. After the reference order was received, it was duly 
registered on 14-6-99 and notices were issued to the parties 
to file their respective statements of claim. Inspite of 
sufficient service of notice, the Union/workman failed to 
put in appearance and file his statement of claim. Therefore 
vide order dated 10-8-05, the reference proceeded ex parte 
against the workman. Opportunities were given to the 
management to file their written statement but the 
management also failed to put in appearance and file their 
Written Statement. Under the above circumstances this 
tribunal was left with no option but to close the reference 
for award. 


74001/06-18 
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3. The above circumstances clearly indicate that the 
Union/workman does not want to prosecute the reference 
and the management has no interest in contesting the 
reference. Under the circumstances, it shall be just and 
proper to pass no dispute award in Ibe matter; Therefore 
no dispute award is passed without any order as to costs. 

4. Copy of the award be sent to the Government of 
India, Ministry of Labour as per rules. 

C. M. SDSfGH, Presiding Officer 
^ 1 2006 

■s^T.arr. i iso —1947 (1947 
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New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1150—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 97), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 86/97) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Jabalpur now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of State Bank of India and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
284C-2006. 

[No.L.I2011/64/95-IR(B.I)l 

AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

raroRElHECENTRALGOVERNMENT 
lNDUSI1lIALTlUBUNAl>aJM-lABOUR CX)URT, 
JABALPUR 

No.CGlT/LC/R/86/97 
Presiding Officer: $hriC.M. Singh 

The General Secretary, 

State Bank of India Workers Union, 

Bhc^ Qrcle, V-20, 

Vasundhara State Bank Colony, 

Jahangirabad, Bhopal WorkmenAJnion 

VerMis 

The Chief General Manager, 

State Bank of India, 

Local Head office, 

Hoshangabad Road, 

Bhopal Management 

AWARD 

Passed on this 15th day of February 2(X)6 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
vide its Notification No. L-12011/64/95/IR (B-I) dated 
11-3-97 has referred the following dispute for adjudication 
by this tribunal:— 


“Whether the action of the management in not taking 
over the Canteens of Tularam Chowk, Jabalpur and 
Maspurw.e.f. 1-4-94 isjustified?lfnot,forwhat relief 
the workers engaged in the canteens after 31-3-94 
are entitled to ?” 

2. After the reference order was received, it was duly 
registered on 28-3-97 and notices were issued to the parties 
to file their respective statements of claim. In spite of 
sufficient service of notice, the UnionAvorkmen failed to 
put in j^)pearance and file his statement of claim. Therefore 
vide order dated 10'8-05, the reference proceeded exparte 
against the UnionAvorkman and opportunities were given 
to the management to file their written statement but the 
mangement also failed to put in appearance and file their 
re^)ective statement. Under the circumstances this tribunal 
was left with no option but to close the reference for 
award. 

3. The above circumstances clearly indicate that the 
Union/workman do not want to prosecute the reference 
and the managemern has no interest in contesting the 
reference. Under the above circumstances, it shall be just 
and proper to pass no dispute award. Therefore no dispute 
award is pas^ without any order as to costs. 

4. Copy of the award be sent to the Ministry as per 

rules. 

C. M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 
1 tir^, 2006 

7BT.3Tr. 1151—1947 (1947 
RiT14) uni 17 % 3T54RUI if, 7^^ 3lf9T 

ifSRT % IPWit? % 7i^;6 alR 

3ife7^/?nT Riraiia*!, % rw (tM 199 / 99 ) 
Twnfw RJTIft t, ^ ^ 28-02-2006 ^ 31M 

^3n*in 

[71. TT^-l 2012/13/99-311^ 31T7 (3ft-I) 3 

31^P1 3lfllR)T^ 

TMew Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1151—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. No. 199/99) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Jabalpur now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of State Bank of India and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 28-02- 
2006. 

(No. L.12012/13/99-IR(B-l)] 
AJA Y KUMAR, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

KXXIRE THE CENilUL GOVERI^O^^^ 
INDUSTRIAL THlBlJNAIXmUABOlJR^ 
JABALPUR 

No.C(HT/LC/R/199/99 

PresidingCmicen SHRICM.^GH 

The General Secretary, 

SBI Workers Union, 

V-20.“Vasundhara” 

State Bank Colony, 

Motia Talab, Jahangirabad, 

Bhopal (MP) ...Wotkman/Union 

Versus 

The General Manager (D&P), 

SBI Workmen Union, 

V-20, Vasundhara, 

State Bank Colony, 

Motia Talab, Jahangirabad, 

Bhopal ....Management 

AWARD 

Passed on this 15th day of February ,^006 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
vide its Notification No. L-12011/13/99/IR (B-I) dated 
7-5-99 has refened the foUowmg dilute for adjudication 
by this tribunal:— 

“Whether the action of the management of State 
Bank of India in terminating the services of 
Shri Kaushalendra Singh Yadav w.e.f. 1-5-97 is 
justified? If not to what relief the workman is 
entiUed ?” 

2. After the reference order was received, it was duly 
registered on 14-6-99 and notices were issued to the parties 
to file their respective statements of claim. In ^ite of 
sufiicient service of notice, the UnionAvorkman f^ed to 
put in appearance and file his statement of claim. Therefore 
vide order dated 10-8-05, the reference proceeded ex-parte 
against the workman/Union. Opportunities were awarded 
to the management to file their Written Statement but the 
numgement also failed to put in appearance and file Written 
Statement Under the circumstances this tribunal was left 
with no option but to close the reference for award. 

3. The above circumstances clearly indicate that the 
Union/workman is not interested in prosecuting the 
reference and the management is not at all interested in 
contesting the reference. Therefore, it shall be just and 
proper to pass no dispute; award in the matter. Consequently 
no dispute award is passed without any order as to 
costs. 

4. Copy of the award be sent to the Government of 
India, Ministry of Labour as per rules. 

C. M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 


1 2006 

ail 1152.—aifidwi, 1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ «mT17 % ^ ^ 3#T> 

atk e-1^ «h4on}<i % 

wit 2 / 98 ) 
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[lS. T?5T-12011/18/96-an^ 3IR 

New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1152,^ln pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Indusuial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. 2/98) of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court, 
Jabalpur now as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of State Bank of Indore and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 

2a-2-2006. 

[No. L-12011/I8/96-IR(B-i)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEITMIE THE CENTRAL GO VERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL^TJM-LABOUR COURT, 
JABALPllil 

NoCGn'/LC/R/ 2/98 
Ptnesidiiig Officer: SHRI C. M. SINGH 

The General Secretar)', 

All India State Bank of Indore, 

Employees Congress, 

Hardev Niwas, 9, Sanwer Road, 

Ujjain (MP) ‘...Workman/Union 

Versus 

The Regional Manager-III, 

State Bank of Indore, Zonal Office, 

163, Kanchan Bagh, Indore (MP) ...Management 

AWARD 

Passed on this 15th day of February, 2006 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
vide its Notification No. L-12011/18/96-IR (B) daeid 
2-1-97 has referred the following dispute for adjudication 
by this tribunal:— 

“Whether the action of the management of State Bank 
of Indore in imposing the penalty of withholding 
special allowance of Head Cashier w.e.f. 5-7-94 in 
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respect of Shri Satya Narayan Sharma is justified? 
If not, to what relief the workman is entitled 
for?” 

2. After the reference order was received, it was 
duly registered on 19-1-98 and notices were issued to the 
parties to file their respective staternents of claim. 

3. During the pendency of reference procee dings, 
workman Shri Satya Narayan Shattna moved the application 
with the prayer that po dispute award be passed in the 
reference as now no dispute is left between the parties. 
The above application is duly signed by the representative 
of the Union/workman. Shri S.K. Rao, Sr. Advocate the 
Learned Counsel for. the management submitted that he 
has no objection if the application of the union/workman 
for passing no dispute award is allowed. 

4. The above circumstances clearly reveal that 
now there is no dispute left between the parties and 
therefore it shall be just and proper to pass no dispute 
award. In view of the above no dispute award is passed 
without any order as to costs. 

5. Copy of the award be sent to the Government 
of India, Ministry of Labour as per rules. 

C M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 
1 2006 

m 3IT. 1 153 ,—1947 (1947 
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New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. H53.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. 20/98) of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court, 
Jabalpur now as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of State Bank of India and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
28-2-2006. 

[No. 1^12012/121/97-IR(B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSIRIAL TRIBUNAUCUM-LABOUR COURT, 
JABALPUR 

No CGrr/LC/R/20/98 

Presiding Officer; SHRI C. M. SINGH 

Shri Tulsiiam Kushwaha 
R/o. Village Siyarmao, 

TehsilSilwani, 

Distt. Raisen (MP) ...Workman/Union 

Versus 

The Asstt. General Manager, 

State Bank of India, Region-1, 

Zonal Office, Hamidia Road, 

Bhopal ...Management 

AWARD 

Passed on this 15th day of February, 2006 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
vide its Notification No, L-12012/121/97-1R (B-I) dated 
3-2-98 has referred the following dispute for adjudication 
by this tribunal:— 

“Whether the action of the management of State Bank 
of India in terminating the services of Shri Tulsiram 
Kushwaha is justified? If not, to what relief the 
workman is entitled for?” 

2. After the reference order was received, it was 
duly registered on 10-2-98 and notices were issued to the 
parties to file their respective statements of claim. In spite 
of sufficient service of notice on workman, he failed to put 
in appearance and file his statement of Claim. Therefore 
vide order dated 10-8-2005, the reference proceeded ex- 
parte against the workman and the management was 
awarded opportunities to file their Written Statement but 
the management also failed to put in appearance and file 
their Written Statement. Under the above circumstances, 
this tribunal was left with no option but to dose the reference 
for award. 

3. The above circumstances clearly indicate that 
the workman does not want to prosecute the reference and 
the management is not at all interested in contesting the 
reference. Therefore, it shall be just and proper to pass no 
dispute award in this reference. Consequently no dispute 
award is passed without any order as to costs. 

4. Copy of the award be sent to the Government 
of India, Ministry of Labour as per rules. 

C. M. SINGH, Presiding Officer 
1 2006 
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New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1154.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. 138/2003) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Chennai now as shown in the Annexure, in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Karur Vysya Bank Ltd. and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 28-02-2006. 

[Na 1^12012/192/03-IR(B-I)l 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE IHE CENTKALGOVERNMENT 
INDUSIRIAL TOIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
OffiNNAI 

Wednesday, the 7th December, 2005 
PRESENT: 

K.JAYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 

Industrial Dispute No. 138/2003 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2 (A) of 
Section 10 of th^ Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), between the Management of Karur Vysya Bank 
Ltd., Karur and their workman) 

BETWEEN: 

The General Secretary, 

Karur Vysya Bank Employees 

Union, Bangalore I Party/daiment 

AND 

The General Manager, 

Karur Vysya Bank Ltd. 

Karur II Party/ 

Management 

APPEARANCES; 

For the Workman M/s. D. Hariparanthaman 

Advocates 

For the Management M/s. T. S. Gopalan & Co. 

Advocates 


AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
order No, H2012/192/2003-IR (B-I) dated 12-09-2003 has 
referred the dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication.The 
Schedule mentioned dispute is as follows:— 

“Whether the penalty of dismissal of 
Shri S. Ramamoorthy, Clerk of Karur, Central Branch 
by the management of Karur Vysya Bank, Karur is 
proportionate, legal and justified? If not, what relief 
the workman is entitled to?” 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken on 
file as I. D. No. 138/2003 and notices were issued to both 
the parties and both the parties entered appearance through 
their advocates and filed their Claim Statement and Counter 
Statement respectively. 

3. The allegations of the Petitioner Union in the 
Claim Statement are briefly as follows:— 

The I Party Union espouses the cause of the 
concemedworkman namely Sri S Ramamoorthy who was 
working as a Qerk in the Central branch of the II Party/ 
Management and he joined as a clerk on 18-4-1983. One 
Mrs. Indiraiii, Savings Bank account holder of Karur Central 
Branch gave a complaint on 25-5-2000 stating that she did 
not withdraw Rs. 1,00,000 on 11-9-99 as shown in her 
account. Based on that complaint, a preliminary enquiry/ 
investigation was done by Sri R. Sampath Kumar, an officer 
of Central Office at Karur and the said officer enquired all 
the staff in the branch and he was not able to find out the 
culprit in spite of verification of records. A police complaint 
was also given to District Crime branch and in that also it is 
clearly admitted that the bank could not trace out the culprit 
The II Party/Management also issued memos to staff 
involved in the transaction regarding issuance of cheque 
book in the name of Mrs. Indirani and also with regard to 
payment of Rs. 1,00,000 made in her account. All the 
workman have given reply including the concerned 
workman and the concerned workman had stated that he 
had nothing to do with the above transaction except paying 
the amount as authorised by the officer. When all the 
persons concerned involved in the transactions were issued 
with memos and called for explanations, the II Pary/ 
Management has placed the concerned workman namely 
Sri S. Ramamoorthy alone under suspension w.e.f. 
16-9-2000 and he was issued with charge memo dated 
9-11-2000 based on the complaint said to have been given 
by a customer namely Mr. G.Kannan. It was alleged in the 
charge memo that on 23-5-2000 when Mr. Kannan came to 
the branch for availing a deposit loan of Rs. 15,000, the 
concerned employee who was working in deposit loan 
section requested him to give him a hand loan of Rs. 5000 
for which he suggested Mr. Kannan to raise deposit loan 
of Rs. 20,000 instead of Rs. 15,000, It was alleged that the 
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act of pressurising the customer, borrowing from him and 
being unable to settle the dues were highly unbecoming of 
a bank employee and that it tarnished the image of the 
bank and it was also alleged that it was an act prejudicial to 
the interest of the bank constituting gross misconduct 
under clause 19.5(j) of Bipartite Settlement. Even though 
the concerned employee has submitted his explanation that 
he did not borrow money from Mr. G. Kannan, the 
Respondent/Management has not accepted the contention 
and an enquiry was ordered. Further, the concerned 
employee has submitted a letter written by Mr. G. Kannan 
that he paid the hand loan only to the friend of the 
concerned employee and he was misguided at the branch 
making allegations against the concerned workman. But, 
without accepting the contention and without accepting 
the letter given by Mr. G. Kannan, the Respondent/ 
Management issued another memo alleging that the 
concerned employee took the signature of Mr. G. Kannan 
in a pre-typed letter by force and compulsion. The said 
charge memos are not fair and the enquiry was conducted 
in a undue haste and in utter disregard to the principles of 
natural justice and the Enquiry Officer has held that the 
charges framed against him have been proved and the 
Disciplinary Authority also has not accepted the 
explanation given by the concerned employee and he has 
concurred with the Endings of the Enquiry Officer and has 
also given the punishment of dismissal from service. Even 
the appeal preferred by the concerned employee was 
rejected by the Apellate Authority by an order dated 
13-11-2002. During the pendency of the said enquiry, the 
Respondent/Management issued another charge memo 
dated 3-1-2001 alleging that the concerned workman was 
in the habit of using passward of Sri P. Muthusamy another 
clerk of the branch and on 22-7-99 cheque book hearing 
Nos. 356841 to 356850 was issued to S.B. account standing 
in the name of Smt. Indirani using the computer password 
of Mr. P. Muthusamy without obtaining necessary request 
slip from the customer and without entering issuance of 
cheque book in the cheque book issue register and without 
obtaining signature of the accountholder or her 
representative in the cheque book issue register. Further, it 
was alleged that one cheque leaf bearing No. 356844 of the 
above cheque book was used to withdraw Rs. 1,00,000 on 
11-9-99 from the account of Smt. Indirani and the amcemed 
employee only could have used his passward to commit 
the fraud on the bank. But, before he could submit his 
explanation, the II Pary/Management ordered an enquiry 
into the charges levelled against him in charge memo dated 
3-1-2001. The officer who passed the cheque on that day 
was one Mr. Subramaniam and one Mr. Chandiasekar who 
did checking and verified all the transaction for the day on 
11-9-99. The said officer Mr. Chandrasekar did not give 
any complaint about the non-availability of cheque and in 
fact, he had stated during the preliminary investigation 
that on that day itself, he noticed that cheque was not 


available but he failed to complain the same to Branch 
Manager. Therefore, the action of the Respondent/Bank 
in proceeding against the concerned workman alone was 
mala fide and illegal. The Enquiry Officer with a 
predetermined mind has come to a conclusion that charges 
framed against the Petitioner has been proved and the 
Disciplinary Authority also without considering the 
submissions made by the a>ncemed workman dismissed 
him from service by an order dated 10-7-2002. The 
concerned workman’s appeal was also rejected by the 
Appellate Authority by an order dated 20-8-02. Thus, the 
Respondent/Management without verifying the 
genuineness of the complaint and without getting 
explanation on the complaint froip the concerned workman 
issued charge memo, which is illegal and malafide. Even 
assuming without admitting that the allegation would 
constitute misconduct, it would come only under clause 
19.7 (j) and (1) of Bipartite Settlement which are minor 
misconducts and therefore, dismissing the concernet' 
workman from service only based on the incredible 
evidence of Mr. G. Kannan is arbitrary and illegal. The 
Re^ndent/Management has not taken into account the 
unblemished past record of the x)ncemed workman which 
was relevant for extenuating circumstances in his favour. 
Therefore, it will vitiate the dismissal. Further, the 
punishment of dismissal in the facts of this case is excessive 
and shockingly disproportionate calling for interference of 
this Tribunal under Section 11A of the Act. With regad to 
the dismissal based on charge memo dated 3-1-2001, the 
entire disciplinary action is maiafide. The charge memo 
and disciplinary action and dismi:^! order is purely based 
on suspicion, assumption, presumption, conjectures and 
surmises. The Respondent/Management has made the 
concerned workman a scapegoat and hence, the order of 
dismissal is illegal and unjust. The cheque was received by 
Mr. Narayanan.and an Offreer Mr. Subq^manian has passed 
the cheque for payment by scoring out the cheque and 
putting ‘pay cash’ seal and the concerned workman has 
done only payment of cash to the cheque in question and 
it was third and final stage. Therefore, merely for making 
payment based on “pay cash” order .of the officer, the 
concerned workman connot cbmmit any fraud as alleged 
by the Respondent/Management. Therefore, the dismissal 
is illegal. Further, the allegation that looking after the cash 
transaction during the extended business hours cannot by 
itself established the alleged charge. The Enquiry Officer, 
Disciplinary Authority and y^pellate Authority failed to 
see that any amount of mere suspicion cannot take the 
place of proff and therefore, the dismissal only based on 
suspicion is illegal and unsustainable. In the enquiry, there 
was absolutely no evidence to prove as to how the 
concerned workman was connected with the alleged 
issuance of cheque book to Smt. Indirani. As per circular in 
force, Sri P. Muthusamy was responsible for issuance of 
cheque book and the loss if any since the cheque book 
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was issued in his password. Further, one Mr. Ni^rajan, 
S.B. Account clerk on 22-7-99 was re^nsible for getting 
necessary requisition slip and for making entries in cheque 
book issue register. Similarly, Sri Subramanian was the 
officer who was the custodian of cheque book on 22-7-99, 
was responsible for the issuance of cheque book after* 
getting signature from the customer in cheque book issue 
register. Hence, the entire disciplinary action again^ the 
concerned employee is vitiated. Similarly, on 11-9-99 the 
cheque bearing No. 356844 was received by S.B. Clerk 
Mr. Narayanan for payment and the same was passed by 
officer Mr. Subramanian for payment after making entires 
in scroll and therefore, without taking any action against 
the said person, the action of the II Party/Management in 
dismissing the services of concerned workman is maUfide, 
illegal and discriminatory. Further, the officer Mr. 
Chandrasekar has not tallied and verified all the 
transactions on 11-9-99 and he did not also make any 
complaint on the alleged non-availability of instrument. 
Without taking any action against the said officer, the 
charges framed against the concerned employee is illegal. 
Therefore, it is a clear case of both factual and legal 
vicdmisation and hence, the dismissal order is liable to be 
set aside. Hence, for all these reasons, the Petitioner Union. 
prays that an award may be passed reinstating the 
concerned employee with continuity of service, back wages 
and all other attendant benefits. 

4. As against this, the Respondent in its Counter 
Statement alleged that the Respondent is a banking 
company and one type of account maintained in the branch 
is Savings Bank account. The S.B. accountholders are given 
cheque facility on request and cheque book will be issued 
again^ acknowledgement of accountholder in the cheque 
book issue register which will contain entries of number of 
cheque leaves. The branches of the II Party/Management 
which are computerised in which every employee is given 
I.D. number and he has to evolve a password and by 
pressing I.D. number the holder will get access to server. 
Therefore, the author of every entry made in the ledger can 
be traced with reference to his I.D. number as found in the 
computer. The access log book can be compiled from 
system which will show the entires made by various 
employees as well as the time at which every employee has 
logged in and logged out in computer on the date. The 
Kanir Central Branch where the concerned workman was 
working had business hours from 10.00 am to 2.00 pm from 
Monday to Friday and from 10.00 am to 12.00 noon on 
Saturdays with an extended business hour of one hour. 
Normally regular cashier will close his scroll at the end of 
normal business hours and another cashier will be po^d 
for extended business hour. The officer who passes the 
cheque also maintains a scroll and while passing the 
cheques he will mention serial number on the face of the 
cheque as per scroll maintained by him. When the cheque 
comes to cashier in counter for payment, he is expected to 


maintain the same serial number and there is no scope for 
mixing up of serial numbos of one maint^ed by the officer 
and the other maintained in cash counter. Birther, die bank 
pays its employes handsome remuneration besides 
providing excellent service conditions. Therefore, they 
are expected to be not pecuniarily obliged to any 
accountholders or resort to external borrowing. While so, 
on 22-7-98 one Indirani opeiuri S.B. Account No. 21644 
and she was given a cheque book containing ten leaves 
bearing Nos. 356841 to 356850. On 20-5-2000 one 
Mr. R. Kannappan, fadier of Mr. Indirani came to the branch 
with a pasdiook to inform that an entry of wididrawal of 
11-9-99 for Rs. 1,00,000 was made by his daughter. On 
verification, it was found that withdrawal of Rs. 1,00,000 
on 11-9-99 made by cheque No. 356844 and die said cheque 
leave was missing from the voucher of bundle dated 
11-9-99. When the day book and S.B. Account was verified, 
the concerned officer ticked all me entries in the day book 
except the entry relating to withdrawal of Rs. 1,00,000 
where he noted with a dot mark. When it was further 
probed into, it was found that the computerised statement 
of 22-7-99 showed that a requisition for issue of cheque 
book was made by accountholder pertaining to S.B 
Account No. 21644 and a cheque leaf book containing 
cheque leave Nos. 356841 to 356850 was issued. However 
no requisition slip was available nor was any 
acknowledgement taken for the issue of cheque book on 
22-7-99. The computer entry for the issue of cheque book 
was made through the password of Mr. P Muthusamy, 
clerk. The personal ledger showed the debit entry for 
Rs. 1,00,000 on 11-9-99 made through I.D. number of Mr. 
Narayanan, clerk. On 11-9-99 the Petitioner had worked as 
payment cashier during the normal buaness hours as well 
as in extended business hours. When the cashier scroll 
maintained by the Petitioner was verified with reference to 
cash scroll maintained by the officer, there was corrections 
and interchanging of entries between serial numbers 117 
and 121. The employees of the branch were all questioned 
and one Mrs. Bala Venkatanaga Jothi was also questioned 
and she stated that on 11-9-99 she was the cashier for 
extended business hour but unusually the Petitioner came 
forward to act as the payment cashier even during the 
extended business hours and requested her to attend to 
receipts. Even during the enquiry, Mr. Muthusamy, clerk 
has also informed the investigation officer that the 
concerned workman was alone aware of his password and 
he had made the entries in the computer by using his 
password. There was other circumstances which clearly 
showed that it was the concerned workman who had issued 
the cheque book in respect of account No. 28166 on 
22-7-99 as well as payment of Rs. 1,00,000 against cheque. 
On consideration of entire materials placed before him, 
the Enquiry Officer gave his report dated 19-1-02 holding 
that the charges against the concerned workman were 
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proved. After considering his representation the 
Disciplinary Authority passed an order dismissing the 
concerned workman from service. With regard to other 
charge when the concerned workman was under 
suspension, one Mr. G. Kannan, accountholder of S.B. 
No. 5090 gave a written complain that he had a fixed 
deposit for Rs. 27,000, on 23-5-2000 when he came to 
branch to raise a loan'of Rs. 15,000 against the said deposit, 
the concerned workman approached him and requested 
him for a loan of Rs. 5,000, that the concerned workman 
prevailed on him to raise loan for Rs. 20,000 and pay him 
Rs. 5,000 and when he demanded the concerned workman 
to repay the loan he was evasive and he went to the branch 
he came to know that concerned workman was under 
suspension. Therefore, he approached the bank to help 
him to get back his money. Therefore, a charge sheet dated 
9-11-2000 was issued charging him with misconduct of 
borrowing of Rs. 5000 from a customer of the bank which 
is an act prejudicial to the interest of the bank. 
Subsequently, the concerned workman has pressurised 
the said customer to withdraw his complaint and therefore, 
he was issued with another memo and in that enquiry, the 
concerned workman was also examined and on 3-8-2001 
the Enquiry Officer gave his report holding that the charges 
against the concerned workman covered by charge sheet 
dated 9-11-2000 were conclusively proved and therefore, 
after following the usual procedure, the Disciplinary 
Authority passed an order dismissing the concerned 
workman from service. For these two charges, on 11-9-99 
the concerned workman had volunteered to work as a 
payment cashier during the extended business hours solely 
knowing fully well that the deposited cheque was going 
to be presented and it should not fall into the hands of 
other employee, further in his cash scroll dated 11-9-99 
with regard to entries 117 to 121 at page 49 because of the 
guilt mind he had made alterations by scoring out one 
entry correctly made and making the same entry later on 
substituted the later entries for the former and vice versa. 
Further,he used the password of Mr. Muthusamy for 
making entry in the issue of cheque book on 22-7-99. Thus, 
all the circumstances clinchingly prove that the concerned 
workman had committed fraud on accountholder of the 
bank excluding the involvement of others. It is false to 
allege that no reasonable opportunity was given to him 
during the domestic enquiry. When the concerned 
workman’s representative asked for postponement of cross 
examination of Mr. G. Kannan solely with a view to protract 
the enquriy, the Enquiry Officer has rightly turned down 
his request. It cannot be said that the domestic enqury 
was conducted in violation of principles of natural justice. 
In dealing with the question as to who could have issued 
the cheque book on 22-7-99, it was to be verified whether 
Mr. P. Muthusamy whose password appeared in computer 
could have used cheque book or whether the concerned 
workman could have operated the computer with the 


password of Mr. P. Muthusamy at the relevant time. If the 
concerned workman felt that evidences of officers Mr. 
Subramanian and Mr. Chandrasekar were competent 
witnesses, he should have taken steps to examine them. 
Instead, he cannot ask the Respondent/Management to 
examine the said officers. It is evident that the concerned 
workman during the extended business hours on 11-9-99 
while writing cashier scroll entries between 117 and 121 
were jumbled making it evident the concerned workman 
was not mentally composed in making these entries. These 
circumstances clinchingly prove that the concerned 
workman was the culprit. It is no doubt true that in the 
matter oflssue of cheque book on 22-7-99 as well as the 
matter of making payment of Rs. 1,00,000 against the 
cheque No. 356844 on 11-9-99 several employees namely 
Balavenkatana^jothi, Nfr. Subr am anian, Mr. Chandrasekar, 
Mr. Muthusamy and Mr. Nagarajan became answerable, 
but at best they could only be accused of failure to perform 
their duties. The transaction had taken place without their 
knowledge or involvement, and it cannot be said that they 
acted dishonestly or in a suspicious manner so as to hold 
that their omission or negligence was sinister in nature. 
But the conduct of the concerned workman was different 
and has to be only dealt with severely. Therefore, the two 
domestic enquiries held into the charges against the 
concerned workman were fair and proper. Hence, for all 
these reasons, the Respondent prays that the claim may 
be dismissed with costs. 

5. In these circumstances, the points for my 
determination are— 

1. “Whether the penalty of dismissal of 
concerned employee Sri S. Ramamoorthy, 
Clerk of Karur Central Branch by the 
Respondent/Management is proportionate, 
legal and justified?” 

Z “To what relief the concerned employee is 
entitled?” 

Point No. 1:— 

6 . The case of the Petitioner is that two charge 
sheets were issued against the concerned employee and 
in both these charge sheets the Respondent/Management 
has alleged that charges have been proved and the 
concerned employee has been imposed with maximum 
punishment of dismissal from service. The Petitioner 
alleged that one Smt. Indirani S.B. account holder of Karur 
Central Branch in which the concerned employee Sri S. 
Ramamoorthy was working gave a complaint on 25-5-2000 
stating that she did not withdraw Rs. 1,00,000/- on 11-9-99 
as shown in her S.B. account No. 21644 and based on the 
said complaint, a preliminary enquiry was conducted and 
the Respondent/Management have given police complaint 
to District Crime Branch, Karur and memos were issued to 
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the persons concerned in the said transaction regarding 
issue of cheque book in the name of Smt. Indirani and also 
with regard to payment of cash made in her account. When 
all the persons have given explanation, the II Party/ 
Management has placed the concerned workman alone 
under suspension w.e.f. 16-9-2000. While he was under 
suspension, the management has issued charge memo 
dated 9-11-2000 based on another complaint said to have 
given by a customer by name Sri G. Kannan and in that it 
was alleged that on 23-5-2000 when Mr. G. Kannan came 
to the branch for availing a deposit loan of Rs. 15,000 the 
concerned employee who was working in deposit loan 
section requested him to give him a hand loan of Rs.5,000 
’ for which he prevailed on Mr. Kannan to raise loan of 
Rs. 20,000 instead of Rs.15,000 and due to pressure the 
said Sri Kannan borrowed the amount of Rs.20,000 and'paid 
Rs.5,000 to the concerned employee and he has not repaid 
the same even after several requests which is highly 
unbecoming of a bank employee and that it tarnished the 
image of the Respondent/Bank. Further, on 15-12-2000, 
the Respondent/Management a has also issued another 
memo stating that concerned employee took the signature 
of Mr.G.Kannan in a pre-typed letter by force and 
compulsion pressurising the customer to withdraw the 
complaint and failed to settle the dues in spite of their 
advise which is also highly unbecoming of a bank 
employee and by this act, he tarnished the image of the 
bank. 

7. For this, the managenoient has ordered the domestic 
enquiry when the domestic enquiry was pending against 
him on 3-1-2001, the Respondent/Management has issued 
another charge sheet charging him with misconduct of 
using password of another employee of the bank issuing 
cheque book without obtaining necessary requisition slip 
and making entry in cheque book issue register and making 
payment against one of 4he cheques on 
11-9-99 and also got it destroyed." For this charge also 
domestic enquiry was ordered and in that the Disciplinary 
Authority has imposed the punishment of dismissal from 
service. 

8 . As against this, the^Respondent/Management 
contended that with regard to charge sheet dated 
3-1-2001 there are clinching circumstances pointing the 
complicity of concerned employee in the fraud played on 
the account holder and with regard to charge sheet dated 
9-11-2000, it is conclusively proved when Sri G. Kannan 
approached the bank for a loan of Rs.15,000 against his 
fixed deposit, the concerned employee approached him 
and requested for a loan of Rs.5000 and he suggested Mr. 
Kannan to raise a loan of Rs. 20,000 and obtained a loan 
of Rs.5,000 from him and again pressuring the customer 
to withdraw his complaint and his failure to settle 
his dues in spite of advise and he further forced the 
account holder to submit a false statement and made an 


attempt to tamper the evidence against him. With regard 
to second charge sheet dated 3-1-2001, the circumstances 
which clinchingly prove that the concerned employee is 
involved in the crime that on 11-9-99 when the payment of 
Rs.I.OO lakh was made the concerned workman had 
volunteered to work as payment cashier during the 
extended business hours solely knowing fully well that 
deposited cheque was going to be presented and it should 
not fall in the hands of other employee. Secondly, in the 
cash scroll dated 11-9-99 which was maintained by him on 
that day with regard to entries 117 and 121 at page 49 
because of guilty mind he had made alteration by scoring 
out one entry correctly made and making the same entry 
later on substituted the later entries for the former and 
vice versa. Thirdly, he betrayed the confidence reposed 
by Sri P. Muthuswamy who had made his password known 
to him and used his password for making entry in the 
issue of cheque book on 22-7-99 and therefore, the Enquiry 
Officer’s in both these charge sheets have come to a 
conclusion that charges framed against the concerned 
employee were proved and since the charges framed 
against the concerned employee were so serious, the 
punishment of dismissal was imposed on him and so, it 
cannot be said that the punishment imposed is not 
proportionate to the charges framed against the 
concerned employee. Under such circumstances, the 
claim of the Petitioner is not maintainable before this 
forum. 

9. At the first instance, learned counsel for the 
Petitioner contended that the enquiry held by the 
Respondent/Management is not just and proper and no 
principles of natural justice was followed and hence, it 
should be held that domestic enquiry held by the 
Respondent/Management is not just and proper. In the 
preliminary issue, this Tribunal has come to the conclusion 
that opportunity was not given to defend the case properly 
and principles of natural justice has not been followed by 
the domestic enquiry and therefore, ordered an enquiry to 
be conducted before this forum. After that Respondent/ 
Managemerit examined rive witnesses and marked Ex. Ml 
to M62 and on the side of the Petitioner no one was 
examined but marked Ex.Wl to W8. On the side of the 
Respondent, Isl witness examined was Mr. R. Sampath 
Kumar, MWl who is the investigation officer appointed 
by the Respondent/Management with regard to the matter 
involved in the charge sheet dated 3-1-2001. MW2 is the 
Manager at the relevant time namely one Mr. R. 
Jagadeesan. MW3 is Smt. Balavenkata Nagajothi who 
acted as extended business hours cashier on 11-9-99. The 
Respondent examined Mr. P. Muthusamy as MW4 whose 
password has been involved in the charge sheet dated 
3-1-2001. Lastly, the Respondent examined Mr, G. Kannan 
as MW5 namely the complainant in charge sheet 
dated 9-11-2000. 
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10. Learned counsel for the Petitioner contended 
that when the conceriTed employee was under 
suspension, MWS has given a complaint and the Central 
Office without verifying the genuineness of complaint 
and without getting explanation on the complaint from 
the concerned workman, straight away issued charge 
memo dated 9-11-2000 and therefore, it is illegal and 
malafidc. It is more or less procured by the Manager 
when the concerned employee was under suspension. 
Further, there was no legal, acceptable and definite 
evidence except the inconsistent, contradictory untrust¬ 
worthy, incredible and interested testimony of 
Mr. Kannan to prove the allegations in charge memo 
stating that the concerned employee has obtained loan 
from Sri G. Kannan. There is no documentary proof to 
show that money has been borrowed by the concerned 
employee. Further, when the complainant himself has 
given the letter slating that he was misguided by the 
bank officials and not to act on his complaint, the bank 
authorities had taken a stand that it was obtained by the 
concerned employee giving pressure to the complainant 
which was malafidc and illegal. Further, in this case, 
MW 1 has not given any definite answer for what reason 
he has given so many letters namely giving complaint, 
withdrawing complaint, again sending letter staling that 
concerned employee has obtained a letter giving 
pressure to him and subsequently sent another letter 
stating that the amount was paid only to the friend of 
complainant and not to the complainant and again 
sending a letter staling that it was given only dye to 
pressure given by the concerned employee, which clearly 
establish that this witness acted as a tool under the 
hands of Respondent/Management. Further, it is evident 
that he has obtained a loan subsequent to the complaint 
and when the d(*meslic enquiry was pending before the 
Enquiry Officer. Thus, it is clearly proved that this 
witnc.ss Sri G. Kannan is not trustworthy person and he 
has acted as a tool under the hands of management and 
this complaint from Mr. G. Kannan was obtained by the 
Respondeni/Managemenl only because the 
management's action based on the complaint with regard 
to cheque transaction of Smt. Indirani would not stand 
to legal scrutiny and since the 11 Party/Managemenl 
could not sustain their action before any Court of Law. 
Further, in the eharge sheet, it is alleged that the 
eoncerned workman did not repay the loan amount 
despite bank's advise to settle the dues. But, there is 
not even an it*la of evidence to state that bank has 
advised to settle the dues as alleged in the charge memo. 
Further, there is no specific provision in Bipartite 
Settlement for alleging that the act of pressurising the 
customer bonowing h^an from him and being unable to 
settle the dues were unbecoming of a bank employee 
and therefore, the entire disciplinary action is without 
any justification or basis. Further, even assuming that* 
without admitting that the allegation would construe 
misconduct, it would only come under clause 19.7(j) 
and (1) of Bipartite Settlemeni which are minor 


misconducts and hence alleging misconduct under 
clause 19.5.(j) and dismissing the concerned employee 
under the said clause is illegal and unsustainable. 
Further, in any event, the amount was received by the 
said G. Kannan and there was nothing to proceed further 
and hence, II Party/Management ought to have been 
dropped the disciplinary action and there is nothing to 
show that the Respondent/Bank was caused with any 
prejudice leading to any financial loss or loosing a 
customer. Above all, without prejudice to their 
contention, the punishment of dismissal in the facts of 
this case is totally excessive and shockingly 
disproportionate calling for interference of this Tribunal 
under section 11A of the Act. 

11. As against this, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that Respondent/Bank pays its 
employees handsome remuneration besides providing 
excellent service conditions. The Respondent/Bank is 
purely running on the basis of faith and confidence 
reposed on its employees. As employees of the bank 
have to deal with money of public, they are expected to 
be not pecuniarily obliged to any account holders or 
resort to external borrowing and further, the bank’s 
medium of exchange cannot be used by account holders 
for their own benefits with the connivance of employees. 
In this case, when the concerned employee was under 
suspension, one Sri G. Kannan, accountholder of S.B. 
Account No. 5090 gave a written complaint that he had 
fixed deposit for Rs. 27,000 and on 23-5-2000 when he 
came to the branch to raised a loan of Rs. 15,000 the 
concerned workman approached him and requested him 
a loan of Rs. 5,000 and also prevailed upon him to raise 
loan of Rs. 20,000 and to pay him Rs. 5,000 and further it 
is alleged that even afterasking for several times, he has 
not paid the said amount. Therefore, charge sheet was 
issued and while the matter is pending, the concerned 
employee sent a letter enclosing a copy of a letter sent 
by said to have been given by Mr. G. Kannan alleging 
that the amount was borrowed only for the friend of 
concerned employee. But, again the said 
Sri G. Kannan gave a letter dated 4-12-2000 stating that 
concerned workman refused to repay the loan to Mr. G. 
Kannan unless Mr. Kannan withdraws his complaint 
and therefore, he has signed in that letter typed and 
brought by the concerned employee. Therefore, another 
memo of charge was issued to him. In that witnesses 
were examined and relying on the evidence given by 
witnesses, the Enquiry Officer has held that charges were 
proved against the Petitioner and the Disciplinary Authority 
on going through the evidence given by the witnesses 
and also statements made by the concerned employee has 
come to the conclusion that charges have been proved 
and imposed the punishment of dismissal. Since the 
concerned workman placed himself pecuniarily obliged 
to an account holder, he had certainly acted against 
the inlere.st of the bank and such conduct got 
aggravated by the concerned workman instigating 
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the account holder to make a false statement. The 
evidence of Sri G. Kannan supported by the evidence 
of Manager amply supports the findings of the Enquiry 
Officer that the charges against the concerned woikman 
were established. Under such circumstances, the 
punishment of dismissal cannot be said to be excessive, 
harsh and disproportionate to the charges proved 
against the Petitioner. 

12, Since this Tribunal has ordered an enquiry 
to be conducted before this Tribunal and the said Sri 
G. Kannan, complainant was examined as MW5, from 
the evidence adduced by the said Sri Kannan and also 
from the arguments advanced by the counsel on either 
side, come to a conclusion that the person namely Sri 

G. Kannan is not a trustworthy person. Even for 
argument sake that concerned employee has borrowed 
Rs. 5,000/- from the said witness MW5 Sri G. Kannan, it 
is not believable that only due to pressure given by the 
concerned employee, he has changed his version in the 
next letter submitted to Respondent/Bank and stated 
that the amount was borrowed for the benefit of the 
friend of the concerned employee. 

I do not know for what reason again he has changed 
his mind and sent another letter to the Manager concerned 
that this letter was obtained by concerned employee 
exerting pressure on him. Above all, when the anaount has 
been settled by the concerned employee for what reason, 
he has given a letter stating that the amount borrowed for 
the benefit of friend of the concerned employee has been 
settled. Further, after all these incidents, for what reason 
he has sent another letter to the Manager stating that only 
due to pressure exerted by the concerned employee, he 
has written the letter stating that amount has been borrowed 
for the benefit of the friend of the concerned employee. 
Therefore, seeing all these circumstances, I find this person 
namely MW5 has not acted independently and he has 
obliged for some other person and has written so many 
letters as requested by that person. Therefore, it cannot be 
said that acting on evidence given by this witness, we can 
come to a conclusion that concerned employee has 
borrowed Rs. 5,000/- from the said person. Further, another 
circumstance to be noted in this case is that this complaint 
was made by Sri G.Kannan while the concerned employee 
was under suspension. TTierefore, 1 find much force in the 
contention of the learned counsel for the Petitioner that 
this complaint must have been procured by the Manager 
of the Respondent/Bank to strengthen their case with 
regard to other complaint. Further, as contended by the 
learned counsel for the Petitioner that the punishment of 
dismissal in the facts of this case for this incident is totally 
excessive and shocking disproportionate. Under such 
circumstances, I find the first charge framed against the 
concerned employee is not proved and the punishment 
imposed by the Disciplinary Authority is not valid. 

13. With regard to second charge memo dated 
3-1-2001 learned counsel for the Petitioner contended that 
Respondent/Management has also gave police complaint 


on 18-8-^XX) on the ground that they could not find out 
the culprit which is evident from FIR 4/2000 filed in District 
Crime Branch, copy of which is marked as Ex. W8. This 
complaint was made only after internal investigation made 
by Mr. Sampathkumar, MWl. Therefore, there is no basis 
or additional material issued by Respondent/Management 
to issue charge sheet dated 3-1-2001 against the concerned 
employee. But for the reasons best known to the 
Respondent/Management, the said complaint was allowed 
to be closed and therefore, entire disciplinary action is 
malafide. Further, in this case, the charge memo dated 
3-1-2001, disciplinary action and the dismissal order are 
purely based on suspicion, assumption, presumption, 
conjectures and surmises. There is no proof or substantial 
evidence to charge the concerned employee with regard 
to the alleged incident Further, when so many persons 
were involved in issuance of alleged cheque book and also 
in making payment of Rs. 1,00,000 for the cheque bearing 
No. 356844, it is curious to note how the Enquiry Officer 
has come to the conclusion that concerned workman has 
committed this fraud. In this case on 11-9-99, the cheque 
book bearing No. 356844 was presented for payment to the 
clerk concerned namely Mr. Narayanan. The said 
Mr. Narayanan after making necessary entries in the 
computer sent the cheque to Mr. Subramanian, officer for 
passing the cheque. The said Mr. Subramanian also verified 
the particulars with regard to signature and other things, 
passed the cheque through computer and by scoring out 
the cheque and by putting the seal “Pay Cash”. The said 
officer had also made an entry in his scroll and only based 
on this order of officer, the concerned workrhan who acted 
as payment cashier, made payment to the borrower of the 
cheque. Therefore, there was no bit,/ at all for Respondent/ 
Management to make allegations against the concerned 
workman. The Respondent/Managemnt with a malafide 
intention and to save other officers and staff has proceeded 
as if the concerned workman has paid the cash to himself 
and ^ if the amount was paid without any other or prior 
process by others. In this case, except making payment as 
per order “Pay Cash” issued by the officer namely 
Mr. Subramanian, the concerned employee has not done 
anything more. Therefore, II Party/Management has made 
the concerned workmari a scapegoat and therefore, 
dismissal is illegal and unjust. He further argued that 
payment of cash to the cheque involved was a third and 
final stage for encashment of cheque. The first stage was 
that the Qerk Mr. Narayanan received the said cheque an 
issued token to the bearer and the second stage was that 
the officer concerned Mr. Subramaniari passed the cheque 
for payment by scoring out the cheque and putting “Pay 
Cash” seal. Thus, it is clear that the concerned clerk who 
has received the cheque after following the procedure has 
issued the token and the officer namely Mr. Subramanian 
had verified the signature in the instrument with the 
specimen signature and passed the order for payment of 
cash. Therefore, merely for making payment by the order 
of “Pay Cash” by the officer, the concerned workman 
cannot be said to commit any fraud as alleged by the 
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Respondent/Management. It is admitted by the witnesses 
that 'after the officer passed an order “Pay Cash” cashier 
has no say or cannot withhold the money mentioned in 
that cheque. Under such circumstances, the dismissal order 
based on the findings of the Enquiry Officer is illegal. The 
Respondent/Management even though relied on certain 
circumstances alleged to have been shown in this case has 
come to the conclusion, it has not made any thorough 
investigation with regard to the co-accused namely officer 
Mr. Subramanian and also the concerned clerk 
Mr. Narayanan and therefore, the conclusion arrived at by 
the Respondent/Management is only based on suspicion 
and conjecture and surmises. The Respondent/ 
Management failed to see that any amount of mere 
suspicion cannot be take the place of proof as held by the 
Supreme Court and High Courts. 

14. Learned counsel for the Petitioner relied on the 
rulings reported in 1998 3 LLN 878 INDIA PISTONS LTD. 
Vs. C. KUMARASWAMY AND ANOTHER; AIR 1964 SL 
364 UNION OF INDIA Vs, H.C. GOEL; 1994 I LU 795 
GANESH ROUT Vs. UNION OF INDIA AND OTHERS and 
1983II LU 1 BHAGAT RAM Vs. STATE OF HIMACHAL 
PRADESH AND OTHERS. In the first case, the employee 
was a store attender and the charge against that employee 
was while he was in general shift, he has certified as correct 
the truck load of 8 KL light diesel oil delivery by a Lorry, 
but after unloading the entire quantity it was found that 
there was a shortage of 869 Ltrs. Of light diesel oil and they 
have also made so many allegations. In that case, the 
Division Bench of the Madras High Court has held that 
“presumption and assumption made by the management 
against the Respondent also disclose that their action was 
not bonafide in making the first Respondent as a scapegoat 
for the illegal act of the contractor. In our view, the 
management will do well to inspire confidence in their 
workers, if they do not start doubting the worker for 
anything and everything. Unless the management has 
clinching evidence about the illegal activity of a worker, 
they should not indulge in taking frivolous action against 
their own workers." In the second judgement two questions 
arose before the Supreme Court, the first question was 
“Whether the Govt, is competent to differ from the findings 
of facts recorded by an Enquiry Officer entrusted with work 
of holding a departmental enquiry against the delinquent 
under Rule 55 of Civil Services (Classification, Control and 
Appeal) Rules, where in the High Court in dealing with 
Writ Petition filed by Govt. Officer who has been dismis^d 
from Govt, held ihat the conclusion reached by the Govt, is 
not supported by any evidence at all. In that case, the 
Supreme Court has held in affirmative in both questions, 
wherein the Supreme Court observed that “though we fully 
appreciate the anxiety of the appellant to root out corruption 
from public service, we cannot ignore the fact that in 
carrying out the said purpose, mere suspicion should not 
be allowed to take the place of proof even in domestic 


enquiries. It may be that the technical rules which govern 
criminal trials in courts may not necessarily apply to 
disciplinary proceedings, but nevertheless, the principle 
that in punishing the guilty scrupulous care must be taken 
to see that the innocent are not punished, applies as much 
to regular criminal trials as to disciplinary enquiries held 
under statutory rules.” In the third case, wherein 
disciplinary proceedings were conducted against the 
member of Railway Protection Force and the Disciplinary 
Authority has come to the conclusion that act of pilferage 
of coal was with the tacit connivance of the members of 
Railway Protection Force, wherein the Rajasthan High Court 
has held that “there is no force in the submission of 
Sri Patnaik that in any case there is no evidence with any 
degree of definiteness to find the Petitioner guilty of charge. 
At best what was proposed by C.I.B. officials may raise 
suspicion against the Petitioner, which even in a domestic 
enquiry cannot take the place of proof as opined in the 
Nand Kishore’s case. There being no other evidence in the 
case, the only fact of detection of coal at 7.35 hrs. in a 
nearby quarter cannot be taken to be a proof by any 
standard that the coal itself had been pilfered around that 
hour. The evidence of PWl that he was informed at about 
7.15 hrs that coal was being pilfered is also a very weak 
circumstantial evidence to hold that pilferage in all 
probability was from the wagon in question.” In the fourth 
case, the Supreme Court while dealing with the case filed 
by forest guard has hold that “defence of the appellant 
was that he had sought advice of his block officer Sri Duni 
Chand, co-delinquent whether trees standing on private 
land could be felled without permission and he was informed 
by Mr. EHini Chand that once trees standing in one’s private 
land can be felled without permission. A joint enquiry was 
proceeding against the appellant and Sri Duni Chand. After 
five witnesses were examined on behalf of the department, 
the Enquiry Officer separated the enquiry at the request of 
presenting officer and called Sri Duni Chand as a witness 
against the appellant. In his evidence, Mr. Duni Chand 
adopted the position that no such advice was sought nor 
was any such advice tendered. There is word of Duni 
Chand against the word of appellant and Duni Chand was 
trying to clear himself of the charges. We are not applying 
standard of strict proof in a criminal case, but in the facts 
herein narrated anyone discharging quasi-judicial function 
would have considerable hesitation in accepting the 
statement of Sri Duni Chand. Let us make it clear that we 
are not sitting on appeal over the findings of Enquiry 
Officer. In a Petition Under Article 226, High Court does 
not function as a Court of appeal over the findings of 
Disciplinary Authority but where the finding is utterly 
perverse, the Court can always interfere with the same. In 
that case, the Supreme Court has held “keeping in view 
the nature of misconduct, gravity of charge and no 
consequential loss, penalty of withholding of his increment 
with future effect will meet the ends of justice instead of 
termination of service. ’ ’ 

15. But, as against this, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that though there is no direct 
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evidence with regard to charges framed against the 
concerned employee, there are clinching circumstances 
which tend to show that concerned employee involved in 
the fraud committed against the Respondent^ank. The 
circumstances going in favour of the probability of the 
concerned employee being involved in the unauthorised 
payment of Rs. 1,00,000 on 11-9-99 are the issue of cheque 
book on 22-7-99 was not to the account holder Smt. Indirani; 
secondly; payment of Rs. 1,00,000 made against cheque 
No. 356844 on 11-9-99 was not made to Smt. Indirani and 
therefore, there must be some other person had managed 
for the unauthorised issue of cheque book and drawal of 
the amount on 11 -9-99. The next circunwtances is that the 
concerned cheque No. 356866 was missing even on 
11-9-99. It is admitted that the fraud of unauthorised 
payment of Rs. 1,00,000 was committed by the same person 
and it pannot also be disputed that without the knowledge 
or connivance of staff* or offlcers of the Respondent/Bank, 
it would not have been possible to commit such a fraud. 
Therefore, in these circumstances, the question is from 
among the employees of the Respondent/Bank who could 
have probably indulged or enabled in the fraud. It is 
admitted that the concerned employee was made payment 
on 11-9-99. While he was acting as payment cashier during 
the extended business hours and the said concerned 
employee was. the person who had handled the instrument 
lasUy and thd witnesses examined in the case have stated 
and suspected the concerned employee. Further, there is 
no need for the witnesses to depose against the concerned 
employee and no motive alleged against these witnesses. 
It is clear from the documents produced on the side of the 
Respondent that when the cheque book was issued on 
22-7-99 at 16.38 pm, the concerned employee was not on 
his node. Furthermore, the figures in payment roll at page 
49 are jumbling and the concerned employee has not 
given any explanation for scoring and also jumbling of 
figures. Further, he has not examined himself in the enquiry, 
after a fresh trial was ordered by this Tribunal before this 
forum to explain all these things. Further, many persons 
involved in the incident namely the concerned employee 
Sri S. Ramamurthy, P. Muthuswamy, namely in whose 
password the cheque was issued and Siddharth who has 
caused the entry in the computer for issue of cheque 
book and also with regard to the officer concerned 
Mr. Subramanian who has ordered for issue of cheque 
book and also Mr. Chandrasekaran, who has verified the 
scroll on 11-9-99 and there was greater probability for the 
concerned employee to have issued the cheque book on 
22-7-99, It was established that the cheque was missing 
even on 11-9-99 by the records produced by the 
Respondent. Furthermore, without the help or 
connivance of payment'cashier, it would not have 
been possible for anyone to draw the amount. 
Further, it is established on. 11-9-99 when Smt. Bala 
Venkata Naga Jothi who was the cashier during 


extended business hours has stated that only on the request 
of the concerned employee namely Sri S. Ramamoorthy, 
she has looked after only receipt cashier work on that day 
during extended business hours and the concerned 
employee who has no necessity to act as payment cashier 
during the extended business hours had voluntarily taken 
the payment cashier post will clinchingly prove that the 
concerned employee alone has indulged in the fraud 
committed on 11-9-99. The concerned workman had 
volunteered to work as payment cashier during extended 
business hours on 11-9-99 solely knowing fully well that 
the deposited cheque which was going to be presented on 
that day and it should not fall in the hands of any other 
employees. Further, when Mr. P. Muthusamy was examined 
before this Tribunal, he has stated that his pass^vord was 
known only to the concerned employee and he has used 
his password for making entry in certain occasions and the 
concerned employee has not come forward before this 
Tribunal to deny this allegation. Further, he has not entered 
into witness box to say for what reason he had made 
alteration by scoring out one entry correctly and making 
later substitute entries vice versa at page 49 of the scroll 
on 11-9-99. Under such circumstances, it can be presumed 
that if he enters into witness box, he has no answer to deny 
all these things and only due to the guilt, he has got 
nervous and made these mistakes in the scroll entry. No 
doubt, the officer concerned namely Mr. Subramanian and 
clerk concerned Mr. Narayanan have passed the cheque 
but the circumstances shown against the concerned 
employee were clinchingly proved that the concerned 
employee alone involved in the fraud and not any other 
persons. Under such circumstances, the findings given by 
the Enquiry Officer and the punishment imposed by the 
Respondent/Bank are not harsh or excessive and it is 
proportionate to the charges levelled against the concerned 
employee. No doubt, the officers S/Sri. Chandrasekaran 
and Subramanian are involved in the incident but they 
were only negligent in discharging of their duties. No doubt, 
they have also been chargesheeted and they were all given 
punishments other than termination. On the other hand, 
the concerned employee was guilt of act of dishonest and 
therefore, he‘ was awarded with the punishment of 
termination. 

16. Then again the learned counsel for the Petitioner 
contended that though it is alleged that the acts of S/Sri 
Chandrasekaran and Subramanian are negligent, the 
Respondent/Management has not stated any reason for 
not examining the said officers before the domestic enquiry 
nor before this Tribunal when the trial was ordered before 
it. If they have been examined before this Tribunal, it can 
be established that their acts are negligent or misconduct 
and it is only because of their acts, the said fraud has been 
committed. It is his further contention that even though 
this Tribunal has come to the conclusion in the preliminary 
issue that the Enquiry Officer’s refusal to give access log 
book register wim regard to other employees during the 
relevant period, the Respondent/Management has not 
produced the access log book entries dated 22-7-99 to 
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substantiate their claim during the relevant hour, except 
the concerned employee no other employee has loged out 
their node, which clearly establish the contention of the 
Respondent/Management that only person involved in the 
fraud is concerned employee, but on the other hand, they 
have not given any reason for not producing access log 
book entries with regard to other employees and this will 
show that if the document is produced before this Tribunal, 
it will prove adverse to the interest of the Respondent/ 
Management and therefore, the findings given by the 
Enquiry Officer and also the punishment imposed by the 
Respondent/Management is only on the suspicion, 
assumption, presumption, conjectures and surmises and 
therefore, relying on the ruling cited above, counsel for the 
Petitioner argued that the punishment imposed on the 
Petitioner is to be vitiated. He further relied on the rulings 
reported in 1985 IUJ 46 A.V. KRISHNAMURTHY Vs. 
GOVT. OFTAMILNADU AND OTHERS wherein Division 
Bench of the Madras High Court while dealing with a case, 
wherein the appellant joined the State Govt, service as 
Town Planning Assistant and subsequently, he has been 
promoted as Joint Director in the Directorate of Town and 
Country Planning. In October, 1975, the Vigilance 
department has held the Petitioner with some other persons 
had indulged in malpractices and corrupt activities and 
thereafter the Commissioner of disciplinary proceedings 
after enquiry held that charge framed against the Petitioner 
and two others stood proved and recommended removal 
from service of Petitioner and two others. Accordingly, 
Govt, of Tamil Nadu passed an order dismissing the 
Petitioner and others. While dealing with the Writ Appeal 
nied by them the High Court has held that “here again, we 
find a case where there is total lack of acceptable evidence 
on the charge levelled against the Petitioner that he was 
actuated by corrupt motive. At the risk of repetition, we 
must point out that the cases are those where the findings 
of 2nd Respondent must be held to be perverse and 

unsupported by acceptable evidence. These 

conclusions are mostly surmises and not the result of 
appraisal of any concrete and positive evidence. It is well 
settled that disciplinary proceedings before a departmental 
TrU}unal are quasi-judicial in character and any conclusion 
to be reached by such Tribunal must be on the basis of 
acceptable evidence. Such evidence must have some degree 
of definiteness. It is true that the enquiry held by the 
Departmental Tribunal is not governed by strict and 
technical rules of evidence. But, if the Departmental 
Tribunal has rendered a finding based on no acceptable 
evidence that could be regarded as an error of law to be 
corrected by a writ of certiorari. Suspicion, inference, 
assumption and presumption cannot take the place of 
proof by means of acceptable evidence in disciplinary 
proceedings before a Departmental Tribunal. ’ ’ Relying on 
this authority, learned counsel for the Petitioner contended 
that concerned workman merely paid the amount after the 
order passed by the officer as “pay cash” and in such 
circumstances, it cannot be stated that the Petitioner alone 
is involved in the fraud. Under such circumstances, the 


concerned employee has no other option but to pay the 
cash as per the order of officer “pay cash” who passed the 
cheque. Further, concerned employee need not show any 
interest in looking after the cash work during extended 
business hours as alleged by the Respondent/ 
Management. He looked after the cash work only at the 
request of Smt. Balavenkata Nagajothi and though the said 
witness has stated that only on the request of the 
concerned employee she has looked after the receipt seat, 
this evidence was given only to safeguard her interest. 
Further, looking after the cash work in extended business 
hours cannot be against the workman and this cannot by 
itself establish the charge framed against the concerned 
employee. Therefore, any amount of mere suspicion cannot 
take place of proof and therefore, the punishment imposed 
by the Respondent/Management is illegal and 
unsustainble. 

17. 1 find much force in the contention of the learne 1 
counsel for the Petitioner because though the Respondent 
Management has shown several circumstances, they were 
absolutely no evidence to prove how' the concernec 
employee was connected with the issue of alleged cheque 
book to the account holder. Nc doubt, Sri. P. Muthusamy 
was examined before this Tribunal and he has stated that 
his password was known to the concerned employee. It 
cannot be said that it is gospel ,:ruth and therefore, we can 
come to a conclusion that the concerned employee must 
have known the pass word of Sr.. P. Muthusamy and he 
has acted in the computer and issued the cheque book. 
Further, the officer concerned who has verified the signature 
in the alleged cheque and also passed the order on that 
date must have also been examined before this Tribunal !o 
show under what circumstances, they have passed the 
cheque. Therefore, without doing all these things, the 
Respondent/Management has framed charge against the 
concerned employee alone and come to the conclusion 
that vague inferences to be drawn from the circumstances 
shown before this Tribunal. 1 find there is no substance in 
the contention of the Respondent/Management that these 
circumstances will tend to show that concerned employee 
alone involved in the fraud committed against the 
Respondent/Bank. Therefore, I find this point in favour of 
the Petitioner. 

18. Then, again learned counsel for the Respondent 
contended that reference made by the Govt, in this case is 
whether the penalty of dismissal against the concerned 
employee is proportionate, legal and justified? Therefore, 
this Tribunal has to see only whether the penalty of 
dismissal is proportionate or not and it cannot be said that 
the penalty of dismissal is illegal or not proper in the 
circumstances shown by the Petitioner. 

19. But, I find there is no substance in the contention 
of the learned counsel for the Respondent because after 
introduction of Section 11 A, power has been given to the 
Tribunal to satisfy itself whether the misconduct is proved. 
This is particularly so, even the findings arrived at by an 
employer in any enquiry properly held, the Tribunal has 
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also been given power for the first time to interfere with the 
punishment imposed by the employer and the Tribunal 
may hold that punishment is not justified because the 
misconduct alleged is not found proved and it does not 
warrant dismissal or discharge. The Tribunal may also hold 
that order of discharge or dismissal was not justified 
because the alleged misconduct itself is not established 
by sufficient evidence. Therefore, 1 find this point in favour 
of the Petitioner. 

Point No. 2:— 

The next point to be decided in this case is to what 
relief the concerned employee is entitled? 

20. In view of my foregoing findings that the penalty 
of dismissal against the concerned employee is not legal 
and justified, 1 find the concerned employee is to be 
reinstated in service with continuity of service and other 
attendant benefits. But with regard to back wages, 1 find 
there is no evidence on the side of the Petitioner to show 
that he was not employed after termination and no argument 
was also advanced on either side. In these circumstances 
of the case, 1 find half of the back wages will meet the ends 
of justice. As such, 1 direct the Respondent to reinstate the 
concerned employee with continuity of service and all other 
atten®nt benefits. The concerned employee is entitled to 
50% of back wages. No Costs. 

(Dictated to the P.A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 7th December, 2005) 

K. J AYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 

Witnesses Examined:— 

For the Petitioner/Qaimant : None 

For the respondent ; MWl Sri R.Sampathkumar 

MW2 Sri. R. Jagadeesan 
MW3 Smt. S. Balavenkata 
Nagajothi 

MW4 Sri P. Muthusamy 
MW5 Sri, G. Kannan 

Documents Marked:— 

For the 1 Party/Claimant:— 


Ex. No. 

Date 

Description 

W1 

27-07-00 

Xeroc copy of the letter of AGM, 
PAD to Mr. Muthusamy 

W2 

09-09-98 

Xerox copy of the circular No. 
281/98 

W3 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the S.B. Account 
of Smt. Indirani for the Period 
from M-98 to 25-1-99 

W4 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the extract of 
cheque issue register pages 31 
and 35 

W5 

J1-9-99 

Xerox copy of the extract of 
cashier’s scroll pages 23-25 


W6 

11-9-99 

Xerox copy of the extract of 
Cashier's scroll pages 74-75 

W7 

11-9-99 

Xerox copy of the FIT voucher 
No. 774 

W8 

ia«4X) 

Xerox copy of the FlRNo. 4/MOO 

For the 11 Pary/Management:— 

Ex. No. 

Date 

Description 

W1 

9-11-99 

Xerox copy of the charge sheet 
issued to concerned employee 

W2 

15-124)0 

Xerox copy of the addenda to 
charge sheet 

W3 

104)1-01 

Xero)^ copy of the reply of the 
concerned employee to charge 
sheet 

W4 

10-1-01 

Xerox copy of the order of 
Dicc’;:Iii».:Ty Authority for 
enquiry 

W5 

22-01-01 
and 7-2-01 

Xerox copy of the enquiry notice 

W6 

154)2-01 

Xerox copy of the enquiry 
proceedings 

M7 

1641201 

Xerox copy of* the enquiry 
proceedings 

M8 

154)34)1 

Xerox copy of the enquiry 
proceedings 

M9 

04-044)1 

Xerox copy of the enquiry 
proceedings 

MIO 

12-104)1 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Karur Central Branch to Central 
Office. 

Mil 

12-1000 

Xerox copy of the letter submitted 
by G. Kannan. 

M12 

25-11-00 

Xerox copy of the letter submitted 
by concerned employee 

M13 

Nil 

Xerox cpy of the letter given by 
G. Kanan. 

M14 

12-124)0 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Karur Central Branch to Central 
Office. 

M15 

4-124)0 

Xerox copy of the letter submitted 
by G. Kannan 

M16 

054)1-01 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
karur Central Branch to Central 
Office. 

M17 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the letter submitted 
by G. Kannan 

M18 

Nfl 

Xerox copy of the statement of 
DL account 97684 of Kannan 

M19 

23-054X) 

Xerox copy of the letter submitted 


by Kannan 
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M20 

234154)0 

Xerox copy of the DPN sdxnitted 
by Kannan regarding deposit 
Loan 

M21 

184154)0 

Xerox copy of the TTT Deposit 
receipt No. 476584 of Kannan 

M22 

23-05-00 

Xerox copy of the cash debit 
voucher 

M23 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the statement of 
TTT A/c. No. 476584 of Kannan 

M24 

23-054)0 

Xerox copy of the deposit loan 
audit trial 

M25 

184154)0 

Xerox copy of the TTT 
application form submitted by 
Kannan 

M26 

044)84)1 

Xerox copy of the findings of 
Enquiry Officer 

M27 

164)84)1 

Xerox copy of the written 
representation submitted by 
Defence representative. 

M28 

084W4)2 

Xerox copy of the show cause 
notice proposing punishment 

M29 

104)7-02 

Xerox copy of the final order 
issued to concerned employee 

M30 

204)8412 

Xerox copy of the appeal 
preferred by concerned 
employee 

M31 

13-114)2 

Xerox copy of the order of 
Appellate Authority 

M32 

034)1-01 

Xerox copy of the charge sheet 
issued to concerned employee 

M33 

024)34)1 

Xerox copy of the order of 
Disciplinary Authority for 
enquiry 

M34 

284W4)1 

Xerox copy of the enquiry notice. 

M35 

114)5-01 

Xerox copy of the enquiry 
proceedings. 

M36 

084)64)1 

Xerox copy of the enquiry 
proceedings. 

M37 

094)601 

Xerox copy of the enquiry 
proceedings. 

M38 

27-0601 

Xerox copy of the enquiry 
proceedings. 

M39 

284)601 

Xerox copy of the enquiry 
proceedings. 

M40 

104)7-01 

Xerox copy of the enquiry 
proceedings. 

M41 

204)7-01 

Xerox copy of the enquiry 
proceedings. 

M42 

254)54)0 

Xerox copy of the letter of Mrs. 
Indirani 


M43 224)7-99 Xerox copy of the cheque issue 

register. 


M44 

224)7-99 

Xerox copy of the cheque issue 
register. 

M45 

NO 

Xerox copy of the cheque number 
query with issue and payment 
Details of cheque No. 356841- 
356850 

M46 

NO 

Xerox copy of the statement of 
account of Mrs. Indrani S. 6. 
A/c. 21644 

M47 

11-9-99 

Xerox copy of the cash payment 
scroll of concerned employee 

M48 

234)600 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Muthusamy to AGM, Central 
Office 

M49 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the letterfromMrs. 
Balavenkata Nagajothi to AGM, 
Central Office 

M50 

304)600 

Xerox copy of the report of Mr. 
Sampathkumar. 

M51 

224)7-99 

Xerox copy of the userwise code 
pertaining to staff identity PM 

M52 

224)7-99 

Xerox copy of the userwise code 
pertaining to staff identity 
SRM 

M53 

114)9-99 

Xerox cq)y of the extract of cash 
scroll 

M54 

114)84)0 

Xerox copy of the letter of 
Muthusamy to AGM, PAD 

MS5 

284)8-99 

Xerox ccpy of the extract of cash 
scroll of Karur Central Branch 

M56 

23-05-00 

Xerox copy of the extract of cash 
scroll 

M57 

304)1-02 

Xerox copy of the findings of 
Enquiry Officer 

M58 

244)2-02 

Xerox copy of the written 
representation submitted by 
Defence representative 

M59 

08-044)2 

Xerox copy of the proposed 
punishment of show cause notice 

M60 

104)74)2 

Xerox copy of the final order 
issued to concerned employee 

M61 

204)84)2 

Xerox copy of the appeal filed 
by concerned employee 

M62 

13-11-02 

Xerox copy of the order of 
Appellate Authority. 
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#T. % % 71^ Pl4)'J | <t?f 3ftT <»44iT ^ ‘ % 
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3 rf^cTi<ui/*S|H ^ tf'@II 475/2OOI ) 

^ ycMf^f^ =h<.nl %, tK'tjR ^ 28-2-2006 "SIIRT 

^3TT8Tn 

[UT^^-12011/26/96-3TTi. 3m. ('^-l)] 

3m ^iRR, 3Tf<1Bfnft 

^ New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O., 1155.—In pursuance-of Section 17 of the 
Industrial disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Gov emeinnt herdby publishes the award (Ref No.475/2001) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court. Chennai now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Bharat Overseas Bank Ltd. and their 
w orkman, which was received by the Central Government 
on28-2-2006. 

[No. L>1201l/26/96-IR(B-I)J 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUN AL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, CHENNAI 

Monday, the 28th September, 2005 

PRESENT 

K. Jayaraman, Presiding Officer 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. 475/2001 
(Tamil Nadu Industrial Tribunal LD. No. 16/98) 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 
1947). between the Management of Bharat Overseas 
Bank Ltd. and their workman) 

BETWEEN 

1. All India Bharat Overseas : I Party/Claimant 
Batik Employees Union. 

Chemiai. 

2. The General Secretary. 

National Confederation of Bank 
Employees. Chennai. 


Appearance: 

For the Claimant : M/s. Balan Haridas & 

R, Kamatchi Sundaresan, 
Advocates 

For the Management : M/s. T. S. Gopalan & Co., 

Advocates 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
order No. L-12011/26/96-IR-(B-l) dated 30-8-1996 has 
referred this industrial dispute to this Tribimal for 
adjudication. The Schedule mentioned in that order is : 

1. “Whether the demand of the Union for redesignating 
of employees entrusted with minor supervisory 
duties as special assistant with special allowance as 
in the nationalised bank and other private banks and 
creation of Special Assistant post at the ratio of 
10 ; 1 is justifed or not ? If so, to what relief are the 
workman entitled ?” 

1 Whether the demand of the union for payment of 
cash peon allowance for subordinate staff performing 
cash duties is justified or not ? If so, what relief are 
the workmen concerned entitled to ?” 

3. Whether the demand of the union for including NIIT 
for being eligible to draw the incentive for undergoing 
computer education is justified ? If so, what relief are 
concerned workmen entitled to ?” 

4. Whether the demand of the union for restoration of 
pay and allowance to the award stafiF attached to 
Head Office on 31-8-94 and 1 -9-94 is justified ? If so, 
what reUef are the workmen entitled to ?” 

5. Whether the action of the management of Bharat 
Overseas Bank Ltd. in terminating the services of 
Shri Jayakaran Daniel is legal and justified ? If not to 
what relief the concerned workman is entitled ? 

6. Wl^ther the action of the management of M/s. Bharat 
Overseas Bank Ltd. in declining special casual leave 
to office bearers and executive committee members 
and recovering pay and allowance for availing special 
leave for attending union meeting is legal and 
justified ? If not to what relief are the workmen 
entitled ? 

7. Whether the action the management of M/s Bharat 
Overseas Bank Ltd, Madras in withholding of annual 
increment of Shri C. Nanda Kumar, due on Novembe t 
1995 and non-granting of professional qualification 
increment due to Shri Mjaya Kumar Bhat is legal and 
justified ? If not, to what relief are the workmen 


AND 

The Chainnan & CEO. : II Party/Management 

Bharat Overseas Bank Ltd. 

Chennai 


entitled ?” 

8 Whether the action of the management of Bharat 
Overseas Bank Ltd., Madias in recovering the money 
from the account of Mrs. Kishan Singh is legal 


740 ©/06—20 
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and justified'? If not, to what relief is the w’orkman 
entitled ? 

9. Whether the action of the management of Bharat 
Overseas Bank Ltd. in withholding ex gratia amount 
payable io some workmen is legal and justified 7 If 
not, to what relief are the workmen entitled ? 

U), Whether the action of the management in denying 
arrears due to the temporary staff on account of recent 
wage Bipartite Settlement is justified ? If not, to what 
relief aie the workmen entitled 7 

11. Whether the demand of the union for revising the 
special allowance paid to employees performing minor 
supervisory duties is legal and justified ? If so, to 
what relief are the workmen entitled ? 

12. Whether the action of the management in 
withdrawing the HRA and PF on special allowance 
paid to employees performing minor supen isory^ 
duties is legal and justified ? 

13. Whether the action of the management in 
withdrawing of ex gratia paid to part time s^veeper for 
1993-94 is justified ? If not, to what relief are the 
workmen entitled T 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken on 
file as l.D. No. 475/2031 and notices were issued to both 
the parties and both tk parties entered appearance through 
their advocates and filed their Claim Statement and Counter 
Statement respectively. 

3. The allegations of the Petitioner in the Claim 
Statement are briefly as follows: 

The respondent/Bank namely Bank of Baroda is a 
bank in private sector. It is governed by the provisons of 
Banking Regulation Act. The nature of the functions 
performed are identic with the banking functions of all 
other banks both in pn%ute as well as in public sector. ”1 he 
service conditions of workmen of Respondent/Bank are 
governed by various Bipartite Settlements. The latest 
settlement which is in force at the time of raising tlie dispute 
is 6th Bipartite Settlement which modified and revised the 
terms and conditions of the workmen employed in the 
various banks. I’he Respondent/Bank is a registered bank 
and the share holding of the bank is exclusively' owned by 
some of the barddng institutions including Indian Ov erseas 
Bark. It was registered during the year 1973. At that time, it 
was functioning all over India with 54 branches and also 
cany ing on its actwiti'^ overseas with a branch at Bangkok 
and Thailand. The Respondent/ Batik in its employment 
has got about 732 workmen namely award staff, in addition 
to this 250 officers are also employed. The award staff is 
responsible for eflicieiit functioning of die bank for excellent 
name it has earned i n the banking business within a short 
time. The Award staff have organised a Trade Union called 
All India Bharat CK^erseas Bank Employees Union namely 
the Petitioner Union. The Petitioner Union is the only Trade 


Union registered in respect of employees in Respondent/ 
Bank. It has cordial industrial relation with the bank 
management till the present Chairman & Chief E.xccutiv e 
took over the affairs of the bank some time at the begining 
of December, 1992, Howev'er, after the taking over of the 
present Chairman, the industrial relations become very 
strained gradually. The first strained relationship wa.s with 
regard to promotion policy. The promotion from sub-stiifT 
to clerical cadre was not implemented as w as reqiiired to be 
done and the Respondent/management announced a 
promotion policy on 8-11-94 which was unilateralh done 
and it was violatwe of Section 9 A of the l.D. Act and it was 
opposed by the union. On account of the adamant attitude 
of the Chief Executive of the bank, the relationship further 
deteriorated and the Respondent/Bank started resorting 
to arbitrary’ transfers of clerical staff from State to State and 
distant places and they w ere done by way of victimisation 
and with a mala fide intention. Consequently, a committee 
was constituted by the Respondent/Bank in which the 
representatives of the Petitioner union were also invited 
for discussion. After a prolonged discussion, the Petitioner 
union agreed to certain terms and conditions regarding the 
outstanding issues between the parties. Later the said 
minutes also formed part of the reports of management, 
but however after confirmation, the Chief Executive went 
back on what was agreed to and refused to sign the minutes. 
This led to further bitterness and the workmen were very 
much agitated resulting in strained relationship. Thereafter, 
the Respondent/Bank resorted to some more arbitrary^ 
transfers including the transfer of women employ ees. When 
the officer bearer of the union were trying to explain to the 
Personnel Manager, he showed his non-co-operation and 
his behaviour was provocative. Therefore, the Petitioner 
union had no other alternative but to issue a strike notice 
on 8-11 -94. The conciliation officer immediately took up 
the matter for conciliation. But the managemeut did not 
settle any of the demands except two major demands. 
Subsequently in March, 1995 at the instance of Board of 
Directors of the bank, a four members Committee was 
constituted and the committee met twice and unanimously 
agreed to certain terms and they were also recorded. But, 
unfortunately, the Chairman of the Respondent/Bank 
refiised to furnish a copy of those minutes which were 
agreed to by the members of the Committee and because of 
that the committee became defunct. Subsequently, the 
management has charge sheeted the President of tlie union. 
General Secretary and officebearers of the union and hence, 
the members of the union were agitated and went on strike 
throughout the country and the workmen displayed their 
solidarity and the strike continued till 31-8-96. In the 
meantime, the present reference was made by the Go\ t 
and continuance of strike was deferred in view of Go\l. 
order issued under section 10(3) of the Act The first demand 
of the Petitioner union is for re-designation of employee 
entmsted with minor supervisory duties as special assistant 
with special allowance as in the nationalised bank and other 




25 , 2006/^4, 1928 


2577 


private banks and creation of special assistant post at the 
ratio of 10:1. This is inconsonance with the similar service 
condition that is prevailing in all other banks throughout 
the country. This is to recognise and to redesignate all the 
workmen who are performing minor supervisory duties as 
special assistants and to pay them the special allowance 
payable to special assistants as per Bipartite Settlement. In 
fact when discussion were held during April, 1994 das 
demand was considered by the cominittee constituted by 
the management and the minutes were recorded and the>' 
were also confinned. Further, according to the 6th Bipartite 
Settlement arrived at the duties of specif assistants have 
been well defined and a total special allowance of Rs. 629 is 
payable to such special assistants in the ratio of 1; 10 with 
all attendant benefits attached to the same. Tl^ second 
demand of the Petitioner union is that payment of cash 
peon allowance for subordinate staff perfomuag cash 
duties. This allowance is being paid where there are more 
than three messengers. But the Petitioner union demanded 
that whenever there are more than one messenge , peon 
working in any branch, at least one of them could be paid 
this cash peon allowance because one of them invariably, 
attends to the duty of cash and this is the practice that is 
prevailing in other banks and this is also agreed under the 
Bipartite Settlement which specifies the nature of duties to 
be performed by the sub-staff. The third demand of the 
Petitioner union is for including the qualification of NIIT 
for being eligibleto draw one time incentive for undergoing 
computer education. This demand has also been conceded 
by the Respondent/Bank in the minutes to which a refer¬ 
ence has already been made. Only later, the Respondent/ 
Bank went back upon its words by not entering into a 
settlement though the miimts were confinned. The fourth 
demand of the Petitioner Vnion is for restoration of pay 
and allowances of award sfoff attached to Head Office on 
31-8-94 and 1-9-94 which was deducted to the extent half 
an hour wages on 31-8-94 and half-a-days wages on 
1-9-94. The deduction of the Respondent/Bank is 
unjustified and illegal and it was made arbitrarily and 
capriciously because of the fanciful attitude of the 
Respondent/Management and no notice was issued to 
in^vidual workman fiom whom wages have been deducted 
iniei^pect of 31-8-94 arid 1-9-94 andhence this is inviolation 
of principles of natural justice. In foot, the workmen did not 
go on demonstration on 31-8-94, therefore, there cannot be 
a mass punishment without conq^dng with rul^ of natural 
justice and the workmen are entiUed for restoration of the 
entire salary deducted by the Respondent/Management. 
The sixth demand of the Petitioner union is that the action 
of the management in declining special casual leave to 
office bearers and executive committee members and 
recovering pay and allowances for availing special leave 
for attending to union activities/meetmg. The Management 
has unreasonabfy and arbitrarily rgected the request of 
the union for grant of special casual leave to office bearers 
and executive members. As per the terms of Bipartite 


Settlement which is a part of the condition of service and 
which has been agreed to and which is also binding on the 
management, Sri Jayakaran Daniel is eligible for 21 days of 
special casual leave per calendar year to attend these 
meetings and he had not exhausted the special casual leave 
but the Respondent/Bank has arbitrarily rejected his 
request vide lettCT dated 20-12-1995, but it had also deducted 
wages in respect of two days for 16th and 17th,November. 
1995. Similarly, for the special casual leave which he had 
applied for from 7-5-96 to 9-5-96 were declined. 
Consequently, he lost wages for five days though he was 
legally entitled to the said wages in view of several 
settlements to which a reference has been made and which 
were also binding on the Respondent. The action of the 
Respondent/Management is being arbitrary, unreasonable, 
irrational, capricious and imjust and it is a clear case of 
unfair labour practice. Similarly, one Mr. Rajendra Kumar, 
Assistant«General Secretary of the Punjab region of the 
union to whom casual leave was declined for 8th and 9th 
April, 1996 to attend conciliation proceedings held by office 
of Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Chandigarh 
and his wages for the said two days w'ere recovered. Further, 
his wage for one day on 23 -4-96 was also deducted, though 
he had applied for special casual leave for the same on 
19-4-96 itself which was well in advance. The seventh 
demand pertains to action of the Respondent/Bank in 
withholding annual increment of Sri C. Nandakumar. w hich 
was due to him on November, 1995. The eighth demand 
relates to action of the Respondent/Bank in recovering the 
money from the account of Mr. Kishan Singh, an employee 
of the bank working in Jalandar district. Since these 7th 
and 8th demands had been subsequently considered by 
the Respondent/Management, no relief is claimed in this 
dispute. The nineth demand relates to action of the 
Respondent/Bank in withholding ex-gratia amount payable 
to some workmen. The bank had illegally denied ex-gratia 
in lieu of bonus to some of the workmen for the accounting 
year 1994-95 and 1995-96, It was given without any 
precondition till the accounting year 1993-94 and from 
1994-95 onwards, the ex-gratia that was agreed to be paid, 
have been refused to certain employees. The same had 
been denied to staff members without any rliyme or reason 
or without any justifiable cause. It cannot be said that this 
ex-gratia was paid in lieu of bonus because the statutory 
provisions of Payment of Bonus Act are not applicable to 
these employees, who are outside the purview of the 
provisions of Bonus Act. It is now well settled and accepted 
that an industry not only belongs to a shareholder, but it 
also belongs to labour, because the shareholder only 
invests mon^, whereas the labour provides profit to 
shareholders/investors. Therefore, it is established that 
the conditions mentioned in the said circulars be declared 
as ultra vires and unreasonable and unjustified. Further, it 
is to be looked into that Respondent/Bank did not impose 
any condition for payment of ex-gratia for accoimting years 
1989-90 and 1993-94. The tenth demand of the Petitioner 
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union relates to action of the Respondent/Bank in denying 
arrears due to temporary staff on account of recent wage 
Bipartite Settlement. Whenever wages were revised to the 
permanent employees as per Bipartite Settlement, 
temporary employees pay structure was also paid on pro¬ 
rata basis. The temporary employees also became eligible 
to receive wages as per revised Bipartite Settlement and 
the Bipartite Settlement is implemented with retrospective 
effect as per the terms of settlement and when the workmen 
on permanent basis were paid arrears of salary and 
allowances, the same was not done in the case of temporary 
employees. Whenever wages were revised on earlier 
occasions as per Bipartite Settlement the bank had paid 
arrears to temporary' employees as also on par with 
permanent employees on the concept of equal pay for equal 
work. But, in the case of sixth Bipartite Settlement the 
benefits were not extended to temporary employees w.eT. 
1-11-92 and no reason has been assigned by the 
Respondent/Bank for the same. Therefore, the action of 
the Respondent/Management is unjustified and therefore, 
the union demands that the temporary employees should 
also be paid arrears as are being paid to the permanent 
employees. The eleventh demand relates to revise the 
special allowance paid to employees performing minor 
supervisory duties. Even though in the Respondent/Bank 
the posts of special assistant as such have not been created 
but as per the Bipartite Settlement dated 19-6-89 all those 
clerical staff who are entrusted with the work of performing 
minor supervisory duties were being paid special allowance 
of Rs. 524 per month. After signing the 6th Bipartite 
Settlement the workmen also became entitled to get this 
special allowance of Rs. 629 for performing minor 
supervisory duties. But, however this amount is not paid 
but the employees continued to get special allowance of 
Rs. 524 only. In fact, this demand was also conceded by 
the RespondenVBank and it was also recorded in the 
minutes of discussion. The 12th demand relates to action 
of the management in withdrawing the HRA and PF on 
special allowance paid to employees performing minor 
supervisory duties. The Respondent/Bank had agreed to 
give special allowance to claical staff who perform rininor 
supervisory duties as per Bipartite Settlement dated 
19-6-89 and also agreed to pay other allowances like HRA, 
PF etc. by treating the special allowance as part of the 
basic pay. In fact, the Res^tohdent/Management continued 
to pay belli HRA and PF tiff April, 1995. But the Respondent/ 
Management stopped the payment of HRA and PF on the 
special pay w. e.f. 1 -5-95 and they have not given any reason 
for withdrawing these benefits. The action of the 
Respondent/Management is totally reprehenisble and it is 
a case of arbitrary exercise of power and in violation 

of pri.wisions of Section 9 A of the I.D. Act, as no notice of 
change lias been given by the Respondenl/Bank to change 
li’ic Service condition. Therefore, the union requests that 
the benefii of 6ih Bipartite Settlement in respect of staff 
performing minor supervisory duties by raising it to 


Rs. 629 wtth attendant benefits like HRA, PF etc. The last 
and 13th demand relates to action of Respondent/Bank in 
withdrawing ^-gratiapaid to part time sweeper for 1993- 
94. The payment of ex-giatia was annually paid to all those 
staff who were not covered by the provisions of Payment 
of Bonus Act. In the year 1993-94 the part time sweepers 
were also paid ex-gratia because they were covered under 
the category called subordinate staff and in fact they paid 
ex-gratia of Rs. 2000 to part time sweepers working in 
different branches including Head Office. But this amount 
has been recovered from July, 1995 without any notice and 
there is no justification to recover this amount. The 
sweepers are lowpaid staff who come from the lower strata 
rf society doing menial job. Therefore, the action of the 
nanagement in recovering amount from them is a clear 
case of glaring injustice. Therefore, the Petitioner union 
demands that whatever amount recovered from the part 
time sweepers should be repaid together with interest 
thereon and they should also be paid appropriate damages 
for mental agony and hardship. Hence for all these reasons, 
the Petitioner union prays to pass an award holding the 
demands raised* by the Petitioner union are just and fair 
and to direct the Respondent/Bank to implement the 
demands. 

4. As against this, the Respondent in its Counter 
Statement contended that Sri Jayakaran Daniel purporting 
to be General Secretary of the Petitioner union as on that 
date has signed the Qaim Statement, but the said Jayakaran 
Daniel was elected as General Secretary of the Petitioner 
union in the general council meeting held on the 14-8-94 
and as per the bye-laws of Petitioner union, the members 
of the Executive Committee including the office bearers 
can hold the office only for thirty months or until replaced 
by those elected in the general council meeting whichever 
is earher. The bye-laws also required that the general council 
meeting shall be held once in thirty months and in ary case 
not later than thirty six months fi'om the date of last meeting. 
But, no general council meeting of the Petitioner union 
was held after 14-8-94. Therefore, 36 months period was 
expired even by 1997 and therefore, the office bearers who 
were elected on 14-8-94 including Mr. Jayakaran Daniel 
must be deemed to have vacated their office. Therefore, 
the claim statement verified by him cannot be taken 
cognisance of or acted upon by this Tribunal. The Petitioner 
union has also put to strict proof that substantial section 
of workmen of the Respondent/Bank met acted together 
and decided to raise an industrial dispute with regard to 
matters which are now subject matter of adjudication. 
Therefore, it is not a valid industrial dispute and in the 
absence of valid authority, this industrial dispute referred 
itself is bad in law. In the banking industry there is always 
only one scale of pay apphcable to clerical staff and another 
scale of pay for subordinate staff and in these two 
categories in some times, they are required to discharge or 
display special skill or take tp higher responsibility or 
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perform special kind of work or assigned task and those 
categories of employees were considered for payment of 
special allowance and this rate of special allowance was 
used to be periodically revised under the industrial level 
settlements and while doing so, prior to 1966 under Desai 
Award, a provision for payment of special allowance was 
made for about twenty categories of employees in clerical 
cadre. It is clearly explained that no employee can 
assigmnent of special duty with a view to enable him to 
draw special allowance. By the Bipartite Settlement the 
clerical staff who are entrusted with those higher 
responsibilities and work of sufficient significance were 
classified as special assistants for whom payment of special 
allowance was provided for and there was no norm or rule 
that the post of special assistant should exist or to be 
created in every branch of every bank. With regard to 
Respondent/Bank the ratio of officers to clerical cadre is 
1 : 1.98 as against the ratio of 1 : 3 prevailing in banking 
industry. Thus, the Respondent/Bank are manned by 
adequate number of officers, there was no need to create 
the post of special asastant in the Respondent/Bank as 
followed by some other banks including nationaHsedbanks. 
The minor supervisoiy duties performed by clerical staff in 
the Respbndent/Bank are totally different from the nature 
of duties prescribed for special assistants by the industry- 
wise awards or settlements. Under the settlement dated 
19-6-89 the minor supervisory duties which some clerical 
staff will be required to perform and the rate of special 
allowance payable to them are governed. The said 
settlement is still in force and it has not been terminated by^ 
either of the parties. In the year 1978, and agreement was 
concluded in fixation of norms for giving special allowance 
to some of the categories of employees. Since then there 
has been no change in the circumstances to alter the norms 
for payment of special allowance to the subordinate staff. 
Further it is neither permissible nor (q)en to the Petitioner 
or any workman to interfere in the matter of allocation of 
duties solely with a view to enable any workman to become 
eligible for the payment of special allowance. With a view 
to modernisation in computer equipments, the Respondent/ 
Bank felt that the employees who have no experience in 
operating computers can equip themselves for career 
growth. Accordingly, a circular was issued on 23-9-94 and 
a scheme was introduced by the Respondent/Bank to 
provide training in computers to all the members in the 
clerical cadre and for this the Respondent/Bank entered 
into an agreement with NUT, a reputed computer training 
institute which has agreed to conduct training programme 
for the staff members of the Respondent/Bank. Now the 
demand has been made that members who have completed 
training in NUT should be paid a separate honorarium of 
Rs, 500 but this demand is wholly unjustified because when 
once they complete the traii^g, they will be qualified to 
payment of special allowance fixed for computer operation 
as and when they are required to do computer operations. 
On 31-8-1994 the Respondent/Bank tran^erred and posted 


one Mrs. Usha Srinivasan who was working as 
stenographer in the Persoimel d^iartment in 4th floor of 
Head Office premises to Chief Regional Manager on the 
2nd floor of the same premises. Protesting against the said 
transfer the staff members resorted to a work stoppage 
fi'om4.30to 5.00pm on31-8-94 andfrom 10.00 AM. to 1.00 
pm on 1-9-94. Such of thc^ staff members who participated 
in work stoppage did not earn their wages for the period of 
such work stoppage. The Petitioner union's demand for 
payment of wages for the period of strike is wholly 
unsustainable and unjustifed. No doubt, the Bipartite 
Settlement dated 19-10-66 envisages grant of special casual 
leave to certain employees for attending meetings and 
conferences of trade unions of bank employees operating 
at national level. This wasimeant only for general meetings 
and conferences of trade unions and federations of All 
India character. But in this case, the union requested for 
grant of special casual leave to an employee said to be an 
office bearer of trade union for attending domestic enquiry' 
and in another case, who was not office bearer of national 
character for the purpose other than those set out in 
Bipartite Settlement dated 19-10-66. The Respondent/Bank 
has been paying ex-gratia to its employees fi‘om the financial 
year 1991 onwards and no workman can claim it as matter 
of right nor can the Petitioner union seek alteration of 
conditions for payment of ex-gratia. The Respondent/Bank 
engages temporary sub-staff to meet the absenteeism of 
regular sub-staff and they were paid daily wages and this 
wages is fixed taking into consideration of the wages of 
regular sub-staff. Whenev'er wages of regular sub-staff 
were revised by Bipartite Settlement, the rate of daily wages 
of tenqjorary sub-staff was also used to be revised from 
the month following the one in which the settlement was 
concluded and such revisions was not given retrospective 
operation. Therefore, the 6th Bipartite Settlement which 
was given effect to from 1-1-1992 would not entitle the 
temporary sub-staff to the revised rate of wages from the 
date the settlement was given effect to regular workmen, 
since they are not governed by Bipartite Settlement. Though 
the industiywise awards and Bipartite Settlement prior to 
the 4th Bipartite Settlementprovid^forpayment of special 
allowance to some of the clerical staff who were required to 
perform duties involving higher responsibilities and 
designated as special assistants, such category of special 
assistants was not prevalent in the Respondent/Bank and 
consequently, there was no practice of paying such special 
allowances to any of the clerical staff in the Respondent/ 
Bank. In the year 1989 Respondent/Bank entered into 
settlement with the Petitioner union by which it was agreed 
that such of those clerical staff who were required to do 
minor supervisory duties would be paid a special 
allowances. However, by mistake provident fund and HRA 
was paid on special allowance to the clerical staff who 
were required to perform minor supervisory duties and 
when this mistake came to the notice of the Respondent/ 
Management, the anomaly was set right by ordering 
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forthwith the stoppage of payment of PF and HRA on 
special allowance payable to clerical staff who were required 
to do mi nor supervisory duties. There was no question of 
a right having accured in favour of the clerical staff for 
payment of PF and HRA on the special allowance paid to 
them. The Respondent/Bank i^ covered under Payment of 
Bonus Act and by the year 1989, many of the employees 
including subordinate staff went out of the purview of 
Payment of Bonus Act and therefore from the year 1989- 
90, the Respondent/Bank decided to pay an ex-gratia to 
full time employees who have contributed to the 
performance of the bank and who were not entitled to 
bonus under the Payment of Bonus Act. The resolution of 
the Board of Directors did not make any specific provision 
for payment of ex-gratia to part time employees, therefore 
no ex-gratia amount was paid to part time sweepers for the 
accounting years 1989-90 to 1992-93. But without any 
instruction from the Head Office and without knowing the 
terms on which the payment of ex-gratia was considered 
by the board, some of the branches of the Respondent/ 
Bank paid ex-gratia amount to part time sweepers in the 
accounting year 1993-94. When once such mistaken 
payment came to the knowledge of the Head Office of the 
Respondent/Bank, over payment was adjusted by Way of 
recoveiy, hence it cannot be said that the action of tlie 
RespondenffBank is unfair and illegal. In March, 1994, the 
Petitioner raised some 28 issues and approached the 
Chairman of the Respondent/Bank for resolving the same. 
An understanding was reached on 20 issues and many of 
which were implemented and some of which were agreed 
to be studied further and some of which were to be placed 
before the Board of Directors. On 13-5-1994 the Chairman 
of the Respondent/Bank met the committee members 
including the Secretary^ of the Petitioner Union and the 
written minutes was to be signed by the committee members 
and the Chairman. However, the General Secretary of the 
Petitioner Union refused to sign the minutes unless his 
proposal for fixing the ratio of 1 : 10 for the creation of 
special assistants from among the clerical staff was 
accepted and the proposal was not accepted by the 
RespondenffBank and therefore, the minutes could not be 
signed. It is false to allege that the Respondent/Bank is 
adopting unfair labour practice against its workmen. It is 
also not correct to say that in any discussion with the 
committee held during April and May, 1994, the 
Respondent/Bank agreed to concede to the demands. The 
norms to be applied for payment of special allowance to 
members of the subordinate staff are covered by the 
agreement made in 1978 . Hence, the demand made by the 
union is also liable to be rejected. That out of 93 award 
staff working in Head Office on 31-8-94 and 1-10-94, 91 
award staff indulged in work stoppage and accordingly 
they were not paid wages for the period of work stoppage 
and none of the clerical staff who were not paid wages for 
the period of work stoppage came out with any 
representation that he did not indulge in work stoppage 


and the non-payment was justified and there can be no 
industrial dispute with regard to payment of ex-gratia. 
Further, it is neither permissible nor advisble for the 
Petitioner union to oppose the conditions imposed for grant 
of ex-gratia was purely on the violation of management 
and therefore, it was open to the Respondent/Management 
to impose conditions for payment. With regard to temporary 
staff they are not governed by the Bipartite Settlement and 
revising was not incumbent on the part of Respondent to 
give retrospective operation. Hence, for all these reasons, 
the Respondent/Bank prays to reject the claim of the 
P^tioner union. 

5. Under these circumstances, the points for my 
consideration are: 

1. “Whether the demand of the Union for redesignating 
of employees entrusted with minor supervisory 
duties as special assistant with special allowance as 
in the nationalised bank and other private banks and 
creation of Special Assistant post at the ratio of 
10 : 1 is justifed or not ? If so, to what relief are the 
workmen entitled ? 

2. Whether the demand of the union for payment ci 
cash peon allowance for subordinate staffperforming 
cash duties is justified or not ? If so; what relief are 
the workmen concerned entitled to ? 

3. Whether the demand of the union for including NUT 
for being ehgible to draw the incentive for undergoing 
computer education is justified ? If so, what relief are 
concerned workmen entitled to ? 

4. Whether the demand of the union for restoration of 
pay and ^owance to the award staff attached to 
Head Office on 31 -8-94 and 1 -9-94 is justified ? If so, 
what relief are the workmen entitled to ? 

5. WhethertheactionofthemanagementofM/s. Bharat 
Overses Bank Ltd. in declining special casual leave 
to office bearers and executive committee members 
and recovering pay and allowance for availing special 
leave for attending union meeting is legal and 
justified ? If not, to what relief are the workmen 
entitled ? 

6. Whether the action of the management of Bharat 
Overseas Bank Ltd., in withholding ex-gratia amount 
payable to some workmen is legal and justified ? If 
not, to whatxelief are the workmen entitled ? 

7. Whether the action of the management in denying 
arrears due to the temporary staff on account of recent 
wage Bipartite Settlement is legal and justified ? If 
not, to what relief are the workmen entitled ? 

8 Whether the'demand of the union for revising the 
special allowance paid to enq)loyees performing minor 
supervisory duties is legal and justified ? If so, to 
what relief are the workmen entitled ? 
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9. Whether the action of the management in 
withdrawing the HRA and PF on special allowance 
paid to employees performing minor supervisory 
duties is legal and justified ? 

10 Whether the action of the management in 
withdrawing of ex-gratia paid to part time sweeper 
for 1993-94 is justified ? If not, to what relief are the 
workmen entitled ? 

ll. To what relief the concerned workmen are 
entitled ?” 

Point Nos. 1 to 10: 

Out of the thirteen demands, the 5th demand has 
already been decided and the matter is pending before the 
High Court in Writ Petition. With regard to 7th and 8th 
demands, they are not pressed by the Petitioner Union, 
since they were settled. Remaining ten demands only are 
pending before this Tribunal for adjudication. 

6.' At the first instance, the Respondent contended 
that the person who has signed the Claim Statement namely 
Mr. Jayakaran Daniel, who is purporting to be the General 
Secretary of the Petitioner Union actually was not the 
General Secretary at that time. It is stated that Mr. jayakaran 
Daniel was elected as the General Secretary of the Petitioner 
Union in general council meeting held on 14-8-94 and as 
per the bye-laws of the Petitioner union, the members of 
the Executive Committee including the office bearers can 
hold the office only for thirty months or until replaced by 
those elected in the general council meeting whichever is 
earlier. The maximum period of 36 months between the two 
general council meeting had expired even by 1997 and 
therefore, the office bearers who were elected on 14-8-94 
including Mr. Jayakaran Daniel must be deemed to have 
vacated their office and therefore, the Claim Statement 
verified by him cannot be taken cognisance or acted upon 
by this Tribunal. Secondly, the Respondent contended 
that it is riot proved before this Tribunal that a substantial 
section of workmen of RespOTident/Bankmet, acted together 
and decided to raise this industrial dispute. Accordingly, it 
is not a valid industrial dispute and in the absence of valid 
industrial dispute, the order of reference itself is bad in law. 
Learned counsel for the Respondent relied on the rulings 
reported in 1973IILLJ 341 The management of Madurai 
Mills Comply Ltd. Vs. Presiding Officer, Industrial 
Tribunal, Madras and others wherein the Madras High 
Court has held that “Section 2k contemplates not only a 
dispute or difference connected with the employment or 
non-employment but also disputes and differences 
connected with the terms of employment or the conditions 
of labour. Only if the dispute if connected with or arises 
out of discharge or dismissal retrenchment or termination, 
then the dispute would be an individual dispute not 
withstanding the fact that no other workman nor any union 
of workmen is a party to the dispute. But, if the dispute 
relates to any of the matters contemplated by Section 2k, 


then the parties to the dispute should have a direct or 
substantial interest. In other words, the persofls who seek 
to support the cause of the concerned workmen must 
themselves be directly or substantially interested in the 
dispute and such persons should be considerable or 
substantial in number. Therefore such dispute should 
satisfy the requirement that it has been sponsored by a 
substantial number of workmen of the company." The next 
decision relied on by the learned counsel for the 
Respondent is reported in 1957IILLN 1 Newspapers Ltd. 
Vs. Industrial Tribunal, U.P. and others wherein tiie Supreme 
Court has held that “in spite of the fact that the making of 
a reference by the Govt, under the Industrial Disputes Act 
is the exercise of its administrative powers that is not 
destructive of the rights of an aggrieved part>^ to show 
that what was referred was not an industrial dispute at all 
and therfore, the jurisdiction of the Industrial Tribunal to 
make the award can be questioned even though the factual 
existence of a dispute may not be subject to a party’s 
challenge.” Relying on these decisions, learned counsel 
for the Respondent contended that in this case, what has 
been referred to this Tribunal is not a valid industrial dilute, 
since the petitioner has not established that a substantial 
section of workmen of Respondent/Bank met, acted 
together and decided to raise this industrial dispute and 
secondly the person who has signed the Claim Statement 
was not acted as General Secretar>' on the date of raising of 
the dispute. 

7. But, as against this, learned counsel for the 
Petitioner contended that though the Respondent has 
raised this stand in the Counter Statement, they have not 
raised this objection before the conciliation officer because 
admittedly, Mr. j^akaran Daniel was the General Secretary 
of the Petitioner Union when the dispute was raised in the 
year 1994. Further, the term of the entire Executive 
Committee including that of the General Secretary' was to 
hold the office till the conclusion of next general council 
and such general councils were duly convened and held 
on 16-4-2000 and 9-11-2003 and in that Nfr. Jayakaran Daniel 
was duly elected as General Secretary of the Petitioner 
Union. Further, it s not the case of the RespondentiBank 
that majority of the einployees or award staff have written 
to the Respondent/Bank that they have not authorised the 
oiuon to raise or pursue this industrial dispute. The General 
Secretary was examined as WWl and he has clearly stated 
that the Petitioner union is the only union in the 
Respondent/Bank and it represents the majority employees 
of the Respondent/Bank. This fact has not been 
contradicted by the Respondentimanagement. Further the 
Respondent/Bank has also custodian of check off facility' 
to the Petitioner union. If really, the Petitioner union was 
not in existence at the time of raising of this dispute, this 
facility would not have been extended to them. Further, the 
General Secretary WWl has produced necessary 
documents to establish that he continues to be the General 
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Secretary of the union and a resolution was passed 
authorising him to raise this industrial dispute and in his 
evidence, he has clearly stated that as per the bye-law of 
the union the Executive Committee has power to pass 
resolution on behalf of the members and to raise any issue 
concerning the welfare of the Staff members of the union. 
He further stated that the entire demands which have been 
raised in this dispute had the approval of the Executive 
Conunittee meeting of the union, which had resolved to 
raise this dispute and hence, the same was raised and in 
the Executive Committee meeting held on 12-4-98 it was 
unanimously resoK ed to continue the term of office of the 
Executive Committee members and office bearers of the 
Petitioner union till the conclusion of the 11th General 
Council. At that time, he was the General Secretary and he 
continues to be General Secretary of the petitioner union 
and in the general council meeting held on 16-4-2000 and 
9-11 -2004 he was unanimously elected as General Secretary 
and this fact has not been contradicted by the Respondent/ 
Bank with any proof and he has produced documents 
namely minutes of the Executive Committee meeting. Under 
such circumstances, the contentions raised by the 
Respondent/management in this regard are futile. I find 
much force in the contention of the learned counsel for the 
Petitioner. 

8. Further, the l^med counsel for the Petitioner relied 
on the rulings reported in 2005 SCC (L&S) 377 J.H. Jadhav 
I'v. Forbes Gokak Ltd. wherein the Supreme Court has held 
that ''requirements of a dispute between employer and 
employee to qualify as necessity of espousal of cause by 
the union' in tliai circumstances, the said requirements 

for that qualification are (i) dispute is connected with 
employment or non-employment of a workman; and 
(ii) dispute between a single workman and his employer is 
sponsored or espoused by the union of workmen or a 
number of workmen.” In that circumstances, ‘the union’ 
merely indicates the union to which Ijhe employee belongs 
even though it may be a union of a ntinority of employees 
in the establishment or the union of another establishment 
belonging to the same industry and in the latter case, it 
would be open to that union to take up the cause of 
vvorkm.en if it is sufficiently representative of those 
workmen.” Under such circumstances, the citation relied 
on by the counsel for the Respondent is no longer a good 
law. I find much force in the contention of the learned 
councel for the Petitioner and therefore, I find this dispute 
is maintainable before this Tribunal. 

9. Out of the remaining 10 demands, demand Nos. L 
11 and 12 are relating to redesignalion of employees 
entrused with minor supervisory' duties as special 
assistants and creation of posts of special assistants, 
upward revision of special allowance as per subsequent 
Bipartite Settlement and the continuation of other attendant 
benefits namely PF and HRA on special allowance relate to 


employees performing minor supervisory duties, therefore, 
they are taken together. 

10. According to the Petitioner, in the Respondent/ 
Bank clerical staff at identified branches are discharging 
minor supervisory duties which are by nature and duties 
are similar to those of special assistants in other banks. 
Therefore, the Respondent/Bank recognising the same, had 
extended the monetary benefits of special allowance of 
Rs. 524 as provided under V Bipartite Setflement for special 
assistants and the Respondent/Bank also entered into a 
settlement dated 19-6-89 with the Petitioner union which is 
marked as Ex. W31 and the clause 17 of the settlement say's 
“an employee who is entrusted with minor supervisory 
duties shall be eligible for Rs. 524 per month as special 
allowance for the period he performs the minor supervisory 
duties” and the aimexure II to the said settlement, the list 
was given for duties to be performed by the employees 
exercising minor supervisory duties and on comparison of 
the list of duties performed by those staff shown in 
Annexure U to the settlement and the list of duties of special 
assistants as mentioned in Bipartite Settlement of other 
banks would clearly establish that the work discharged by 
these award staff m the Respondent/Bank is substantially 
same to the work discharged by the employees of any 
other nationalised banks/private banks as special 
assistants covered under Bipartite Settlement. It is the 
further contention of the Petitioner that on 19-6-89 
settlements continued to be followed in the series of 
agreement entered on 13-7-90,11-7-9^ and 7-8-92 which are 
marked as Ex. W32, W33 and W34 respectively and year 
after year new branches were identified for entrusting minor 
supervisory duties and the seniormost clerical staff in these 
branches were entrusted w ith minor supervisory duties. In 
this regard, MWl has also admitted in his cross-examination 
that award staff who are discharging minor supervisory' 
duties in the bank have been paid special allowance of 
Rs. 524 paid to special assistants as per 5th Bipartite, 
Settlement. Since the settlementunder Ex. W31 was made 
durii^ the currency of V Bipartite Settlement, the allowance 
of Rs. 524 which was paid to special assistants was paid to 
employ'ees performing minor supervisory duties. Under 
such circumstnees, since the employees of the Respondent/ 
Bank are discharging the woric of minor supervisory duties 
which is substantially identical as dischaiged by the special 
assistants as per Bipartite Settlement in other nationalised 
and private banks, it is but natural that they' should also be 
redesignated as special assiatants and given special 
allowance as revised from time to lime in subsequent 
Bipartite Settlements. 

11. But, as against this, the Respondent contended 
that prior to 1966 under Desai Award a provision for payment 
of special allowance w'as made for about 20 categories of 
employees in clerical cadre and while the employ'ee who 
performs special duty' for tlie purpose whereof special 
allowance was prescribed will be entitled to the same and 
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no ei]:q)l(^ee can claim assignment (tf the special <hjty with 
a view to enable him to draw q>ecial allowance. In 1966 
Bipartite Settlement clerical staffwho were entrusted with 
those higher responsibilities and work of sufficient 
significance were dassified as special assistants for whtnn 
the paying dr^iedsd attowaneowaaptovided for and 
this special assistants were lequiied to perform wosk higher 
than that of clerical nature but lessthan that of an officer 
and the creation the posts ^)ecial assistant in certain 
hanks became necessary having regard to the volume of 
business and the number of available officer in the branch 
and there was no norm or rule that the post of special 
assistant should exist or be created in. every branch of 
every bank. In the Respondent/Bank, the ratio oi officers 
to clerical cadre is 1 : 1.98 as against the ratio 1 : 3 
prevailing in the banking industry. As thebranches of the 
Respondent/Bank are manned by adequate number of 
officers, there was no need to create the pod of special 
assistants in the Respondent/Bank as is inevalent in certain 
other banks including nationalised banks. Further, special 
allowance is commensurate with the nature of work 
performed and the responsibilities involved. The minor 
supervisory duties p^ormed by clerical staff in the 
Respondent/Bank are lotalfy different from the nature of 
duties prescribed for special assistants by the industry- 
wise award or settlements. The setU^nenl dated 19*6-89 
reached between the Petitioner union and the Respmident 
is still in force and it has not been terminated by either of 
the parties. In ai^even^ is fm the Respondent/Bank to 
decide about the allocation of duties among the award 
staffwhethertheybe clerical staff or subordinate staffand 
it is netther permissible nor open to the Fetitioiier union or 
any workman to interfere inthe matter of allocation of duties 
solely a view to enable aiQ^ workman to become eligible 

for thepayment of special allowance. Therefore, the demand 
for special allowance and also redesignation of the post of 
the staff who are performing minor supervisory duties as 
special assistants is not permissible. The Respondent 
further comended that the nature of duties are different on 
the passing of powers giv^ to employees disclmiging 
minor supervisory duties and employees disdiargtng duties 
as special assistants under various Bipartite Settlement 
and therefore, the Petitioner cannot contend that they can 
be equated to the special assistants mention^ in the 
Bipartite Settlement 

12. But again the learned counsel for the Petitioner 
contended that even in the Bipartite Settlement itself it is 
provided to limit the passing power of such employees 
discharging the work of special assistants depending iq>on 
the requirements of the bank. Therefore, passing powers 
given to the employees who ate discharging minor 
siq)ervisory duties and employees who are discharging 
the work of special assistants under Bipartite Settlement 
cannot be a hindrance to say that they are differmtt and 
there cannot be any difference in the work discharged by 


the enqiloyees who are discharging minor supervilory 
duties of Respondent/Bank and special assistants in other 
nahonalisedbanks and thepassing powers aiedetennined 
by individual banks and it cannot be said that they are 
doing lesser wmk than the special assuftants mentioned in 
the 6q)aitifo Seffiement. Learned counsel for the PetitioDBr 
fiiithmcom^Mthat clause 5.7 (tf Bipartite Settlement 
dated 19-10-1996 dearty states that special allowance will 
be payade for all or any of the duties listed in the annexuxe, 
therefore, special allowance is paid even for doing all or 
any part of the list of duties codified fm foe purpose. 

13. 1 find nnich force in foe contmition of the learned 
counsel for the petitioner because even though the 
Petitioner has stated that the nature of duties of the 
ennployees v/ho are doing minor siq^endsoiy duties and 
foe fecial Assistants mentioned in Bipartite Settlement 
are foffi^ent, it is only of the passing of powers given to 
the said employees and therefore, I find there is no 
substance in foe contention of the learned counsel for the 
Respondent that the Petitioner union is not ^titled to claim 
nomenclature change. It is also clear firom the contention 
of the Petitionar that in the discussion held during April 
and May, 1994 this demand of the Pettfioner union was 
conceded by the ccxnmittee constttuted by the Respondent/ 
Bank and further foe minutes were recorded and they also 
confirmed but subsequently, since it was not signed, it 
was not given effect to. Under such ciiciunstances, I find 
foe redesignation of foe enqiloyees who are doing minor 
siqpervisoiy duties be reclassified or redesignated as !q)ecid 
assistants is a valid contention. 

14. Learned counsel for foe Petitioner further 
contended that the Petitioner union demanded the ratio of 
10; 1 namely for eveiy ten clerks one employee should be 
redesignated as special assistant to be fixed, which will 
only be in consonance with prevailing conditions adopted 
in other banks and this is in conformity with justice and 
foir play. But, on the oth^ hand, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that the Respondent/Bank had 
never agreed for creation of special assistants posts in the 
ratio of 10:1 or it agreed to pay speckd allowance as per 
the Bfoartite Settlement with attendant benfits like PF and 
HRA or to frame a scheme for creation of posts of special 
assistants. The need to have the post of special assistant 
is left to the discretion of the bank and the Respondent/ 
Bank cannot be compelled to create the post of special 
assistant solely with a view to enable 10% of cleric^ staff 
to derh^ the benefit of sped^ allowance. 

15. In this case, though foe Petitioner alleged that 
though they are entitled to demand ratio of 10:1 which is 
inconsonance with the prevailing conditions, they have 
not established as to how are entitled for ratio of 
10 : 1 and further, they cannot compel foe Respondent/ 
Management to raise the strength of staff of special 
assistants 10 : 1. Under such circumstances, I am not 
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inclined to hold that the ratio for the post of special 
assistants should be of 10 : 1 namely among every ten 
clerks one has to be redesignated as special assistant. 

16. With regard to the demand namely revising of 
special allowance paid to employees performing minor 
supervisory duties, the union demanded to create at least 
one post of special assistant, whenev^ 10 posts of clerical 
staff and even though in the Respondent/Bank the post of 
special assistant as such has not been created, but as per 
the settlement dated 19-6-89 with the Petitioner union, all 
those clerical staff who are entrusted with the work of 
performing minor supervisory duties were being paid 
special allowance of Rs. 524 per moinh which was the terms 
agreed to under 5th Bipartite Settlement at the industry 
level being paid to the special assistants. After agnii^ the 
6th Bipartite Settlement also the special assistants are 
entitled to get special allowance of Rs. 629 for performing 
the same duties mentioned in the annexure. But, however, 
this amount is not being paid to the enq)loyees of the 
Respcmdent/Bank and they are continued to get Rs. 524 
alone for performing minor siq)ervisory duties. This demand 
was also coiKeded by the R^>ondent/Bank (hiring April- 
May, 1994 discussion and it was also recorded in the 
minutes of discussion. 

17. But, as against this, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that minor supervisory duties 
which some clerical staff recpiired to perform and the rate 
of special allowance payable to them are governed by a 
settlement dated 19-6-89. As the settlement is in force and 
it has not been terminated by either of the parties, there 
has been no chan^ in circumstances to alter the norms for 
payment of special allowance to the subordinate staff and 
therefore, it is not permissible for the Petitioner union to 
interfere in the matter of allocation of duties solely with a 
view to enable any workman to become eligible for the 
payment of special allowance and t^nce, this demand 
cannot be conceded by the Respondent/Bank. Further, 
though it is alleged that in the discussion held during 
April-May, 1994 the Respondent/Bank has conceded, since 
the minutes have not been signed, it cannot be enforcwi as 
there was no valid settlement. Under such ciicumstances, 
the Petitioner union cannot take advantage'cf the situation 
ard requested this Tribunal to pass an award in their favour 
and it is wholly unjustified for the Petitioner to demand 
before this Tribunal. 

18. Though I find some force in the contention of 
the learned counsel for the Respondent, on going through 
the records and in the facts and circumstances of the case, 
I find there is no substance in his contention because this 
special allowance to the staff who are entrusted with minor 
superv isoiy duties was given when the 5th Bipartite 
Settlement was in force and the special allowance of 
Rs. 524 was given to the eiii|d<Q^s who are entrusted with 
minor supervisory duties as that of special assistants who 


are doing the work as per annexure mentioned in the 5th 
Bipartite Settlement. Subsequent^, ,6th and 7th and recently 
8th Bipartite Settlemoit were entered into between the 
employers of nationalised banks/private banks with the 
employees and this special allowance has been periodically 
increased in the Bipartite Settlement. Under such 
ciFcumstances, I find the Petitioner union’s demand is 
justified in claiming that special allowance should be 
increased for the employees who are doing minor 
siqtervisory duties. 

19. The next issue to be decided is whether 
withdrawing of HRA & PF on special allowance paid to 
employees who perform minor supervisory duties is legal 
and justified ? 

20. According to the Respondent while Bipartite 
Settlements dealing with the payment of special allowance 
to clerical employees designated as special assistants 
provide for payment of HRA on special allowance, the 
settlement made in the year 1989 between the Petitioner 
union and the Respondent dealing with payment of special 
allowance to clerical staff performing minor supervisory 
duties in the Respondent/Bank did not envisage such 
indirect payments. It is not permissible for the Petitioner 
union to seek revision of rate of spe(tial allowance as the 
grievance was made only with regard to withdrawal of PF 
and HRA on the special allowance from May, 1995. It is the 
further contention of the Respondent that minor 
siq)ervisory duties for which paym^t of special allowance 
has been a^ced to by the Respondent/Bank are different 
from the supervisoiy duties (tealt within Bipartite Settlement 
for payment of special allowance to special assistants. 
According to the Respondent, clerical staff who are 
performing minor supervisory duties' in the Respondent/ 
Bank cannot be eejuated with the clerical staff who are 
designated as special assistants in the banks which are 
governed by Bipartite Settlement on the issue of payment 
of special allowance. It is the further contention of the 
Respondent that only in the year 1995, the mistake 
committed by the Respondent/Bank has been pointed out. 
The PF & HRA was paid on special allowance to clerical 
staff who are recpiired to p^orm minor supervisory duties. 
When the mistake came to the notice of Respondent/Bank 
the anomaly was set right by ordering forthwith the 
stoppage of payment of PF & HRA on special allowance 
payable to clerical staff who are required to do minor 
supervisory duties and there was no question of a right 
having accrued in favour of cleric^ staff for payment of 
PF & HRA on the special allowance payable to them. 

21. Even here 1 find some force in the contention of 
the learned counsel for the Respondent, on seeing this 
matter with regard to other relevant issues, I find this 
contention of the learned counsel for the Respondent 
cannot be upheld. Further, from the year 1989 to 1995, the 
Respondent/Bank has given PF & HRA on special 
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allowance and only in the year 1995 during the 
Chairmanship of Mr. Srinivasan, it was wthdrawn and 
though it was contended that the agreement in the year 
1989 has not been envisaged with regard to payment of 
PF & HRA on special allowance, since it was giv^ for a 
long number of years, it cannot be done by tt^ Ri^andent/ 
Bank without giving aay notice. Under such drcum^anoes, 

1 find this issue also in favour of the Petitioner union. 
Therefore, as for as demand Nos. 1,11 and 12, except with 
regard to ratio, these are decided infovour of the Petitioner 
Union. 

22. The next demand [demand No. 2] to be decided 
in this case is regarding the payment of cashpeonallowance 
for subordinate staff performing cash duties is justified or 
not ? 

23. This cash peon allowance, according to the 
Petitioner, is being paid where'diere are more than three 
messengers. But the Petitioner union demanded that 
whenever there axe more than one messengei/peon working 
in any branch, at least one of them could be paid this cash 
peon allowance because one of them invariably att^ids 
the duty of cash and this is the practice prevailing in other 
banks and this is also agreed to under the Bipartite 
Settlement which specifies the nature of duties to be 
performed by the sub-staff. Learned counsel for the 
Petitioner contended that if there are two peons, the first 
peon is paid an allowance called daftly allowance and the 
2nd peon though discharges duties of cash peon, he is 
deprived of the cash peon allowance, because three peons 
are not there as per the contention of the Respondent. As 
per Ex. W 77 which is an extract of duty performed by 
peons employed in various branches and MWl has 
admitted that branches where there are two messengers 
cash peon allowance will be given to the employees who 
discharge the work of cash, and for this, the Respondent/ 
Bank relied upon the circular of the year 1978 wherdn it is 
stated that in any branch there are tq>to five messengers 
only they will be extending the benefit of cash peon 
allowance. It is admitted by MWl that volume of work in 
the Respondent/Bank from the year 1978 till date have 
increased by several times. Therefore, the Rei^Kmdent/ 
Bank cannot be relied on the same circular to deity the 
cash peon allowance to subordinate staff who are 
performing the work of cash peon. 

24. But, as against this the Respondent contended 
tliat the demand of the union is to the effect that irrespective 
of the fact whether the workman is discharging the cash or 
not they are entitled to cash peon allowance is not at all 
correct and therefore, the circular of the year 1978 holds 
good and they caimot claim cash peon allowance even 
when there are only two peons, 

25. But, on the other hand, the learned counsel for 
the Petitioner contended that their demand is justified 
because even in all Bipartite Settlements the allowance of 


cash peon was extended to peons who are discharging the 
cash peon woik and as per 7th Bipartite Settlement the 
cash peem allowance extended is Rs. 178 and under 8th 
BqKutite Settl^nent it was Rs. 255. 

26. But, the learned counsel for the Respondent 
contended that in the year 1978 an agreement was 
concluded between the Respondent/Bank and the 
Pethioner union in the matter of fixation of norms forgiving 
special allowance. According to the agreement the 
braifohes having three sub-staff, daftry allowance is 
parable to one messenger and branches having not more 
than five messengers, the daftry allowance for one 
messenger and cash peon allowance for one messenger 
and finaltythe Inanches havingmore than five messengers, 
Head Peon allowance for one messenger, daftry allowance 
for one messenger and cash peon allowance for one 
messmiger was agreed to. Since then there has been no 
change in the circumstances to alter the norms for payment 
of special allowance to subordinate staff and hence the 
Petitioner unimi caimot interfere in the matter of allocation 
of duties solefy with a view to rniable any woikman to 
become eligible for payment of .special allowance. And 
therefore, this demand of the Petitioner union is not legal 
and justified and cannot be given to the Petitioner Union. 

27. But, I find tlmre is no poim in the contention of 
the learned counsel for the Re^ndent because this 
agreemern said to have been entered into between the 
parties in the year 1978. It is admitted by MWl that the 
wmk load of the bank has been increased several times 
during this period. Under such circumstances the norms 
have been fixed in the year and Respondent/Bank 
branch which has onfy two sub-staff is not entitled to cash 
allowance even though they were handling heavy cash of 
Respmident/Bank. Under such circumstances, I find the 
contentimi of the Petitfoner union is reasonable and justified 
and therefore, I agree with the cont^tion of the learned 
counsel for the P^itioi^r ftiat in all branches, where there 
are more ftum one messenger, the second messenger who 
is discharging the cash work should be paid cash peon 
allowance as per the Bipartite Settlement entered into by 
the nationalised banks/private banks. 

28. The next demand to be decided in this case is 
‘ whetiier the demand of the Petitioner union for including 
NUT for being eligible to draw the incentive for undergoing 
computer education is justified ? 

29. With regard to this issue the learned counsel for 
the Petitioner contended that the Respondent/Bank issued 
a circular dated31 -3-1990 for being eligible to receive one 
time incentive of Rs. 500 for undergoing computer 
education. The Petitioner union demanded that employees 
who have completed the computer education at NUT 
should also be entitled to one time honorarium of Rs. 500 
as given for completing a computer course in \^rious other 
listed institutions under the circular. 
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30. But, as against this, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that for implementing the scheme 
of computerisation the Respondent/Management entered 
into an arrangement with NITT, a reputed computer training 
institute which has agreed to conduct training programme 
for the staff members of the Respondent/Bank for a 
consolidated fee of Rs. 3500 and the bank also given 
advance of interest free loan of Rs. 1000 to staff members 
who are interested in undergoing training and therefore, 
the demand made the Petitioner union that staff members 
who completed Bny training in NUT should be paid a 
separate honorarium of Rs. 500 is wholly unjustifiedbecause 
when once they complete the training, they will be paid 
special allowance forconqniter operation as and when they 
are required to do computer operation. 

31. But, again the learned counsd for the Petitioner 
contended that subsequent introduction of a new scheme 
with NUT for imparting training has got nothing to do with 
this demand of the Petitioner and the Respondent/Bank is 
tiying to confuse both the evidence let in by WWl before 
this Tribunal. It is only the Petitioner’s request that circular 
of bank notifying the eligible institution to draw incentive 
stands still now and the demand is only to conclude NUT 
also in the list. The denial of one time honorarium to 
employees who have undergone the course in NUT is 
thoroughly unjustified. 

32. Here again, I find much force in the contention 
ofthe learned counsel forthe Petitioner because the demand 
of the Petitioner is different from the subsequent 
introduction of new scheme with NUT. No doubt, the 
Respondent/Bank to impart training to the staff of 
Respondent/Bank, but, only because the Respondent/Bank 
has given incentive, it cannot be said that previous circular 
dated 31-3'90 which was issued for eligible staff to receive 
one time incentive cannot be held as not valid Therequest 
of the Petitioner is to include NUT institution also in the 
notified institution under the circular dated 31-3-90. It is 
admitted that since the'NIIT is a reputed institution, I find 
this instituticm is also to be included in the list of institutioiis. 
Under such circumstances, I find this demand also in ^vour 
of the Petitioner unioiL 

33. The nextdemand ofthe Petitimier union (No. 4) 
in this case is ‘whether the demand of the union for 
restoration of pay and allowances to the award staff 
attached to the Head Office on 31-8-94 and 1-9-94 is 
justified’ ? 

34. It is admitted in this case that the Respondent/ 
Bank has effected deduction of wages on 31-8-94 for half 
an hour and also deducted the wage for half-a-day on 
1-9-94 to all the staff working in Head Office of the 
Respondent/Bank and this deduction was made on the 
ground that the workmen attended the office have not 
woiked and they have not attended the office for half-an- 
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hour on31-8-94andhalf-a-day on 1-9-94. But according to 
the Petitioner all the workmen had reported for work on the 
respective days and discharged their full work and it is 
also not the case of the Respondent/Bank that there was 
disruption of work which had resulted in loss to the 
Respondent/Bank. The Respondent/Bank neither pleaded 
nor proved such a contention before this Tribunal. Under 
such circumstances, the burden of proving for justifying 
the action of deducting wages for half-an-hour on 31 -8-94 
and half-a-day for 1-9-94 is on the respondent, but miserably 
they have failed to establish this fact. Under such 
circumstances, the deduction of the said pay and 
allowances is notvalid and legal. 

35. As against this, the learned counsel for the 

Respondent contended that on 31-8-94 the Respondent 
transferred and posted one Mrs. Usha Srinivasan woridng 
as stenographer in the personnel dq>aTtment in 4th floor of 
Ifead office premises to Chief R^onal Manager, Secretariat 
functioning in 2nd floor ofthe same premis^ and protesting 
against the said transfer, staff members resorted to a work 
stc^)pagefix)m4.30 to 5.00 pm on 31-8-94 andfirom 10.00 am 
to 1.30 pm on 1-9-94 and such of those staff" memibers who 
participated in work stoppage did not earn their wages for 
the period of such work stoppage and therefore, the 
demand of the Petitioner imion is wholly unsustainable 
and unjustifiable. It is his further contention that out of 93 
award staff working in Head Office on 31-8-94 and 1-9-94, 
91 award staff indulged in work stoppage and accordingly 
they were not paid wages for the period of work stoppage 
and none of the clerical staff who were not paid wages for 
the period of work stoppage came out with any 
representation that he did not indulge in work stoppage 
and the non-i)ayment was not justified. In other words, the 
work stoppage by award staff was never in dispute and 
therefore, there was no question of wages for period of 
work stoppage. , 

36. But, again the learned counsel for the Petitioner 
contended that the contention of the Respondent/ 
Management that individual workmen have not made any 
complaint and therefore, it should be presumed that they 
have accepted that they have not worked is merely an 
assumption and presumption, which has to be rqected as 
without any basis. Under section 2k of the I.D. Act, it is 
only the union which espouse the cause of the workmen 
i.e. the very purpose of collective dispute. The deduction 
of wages h^ bee® done without any enquiry and the action 
of the Respondent/Bank smacks of autocracy and 
arbitrariness. The Petitioner union is the only union 
representing all the award staff of the Respondent/Bank 
and when the matter is pending before this Tribunal 
challenging the deduction, it is incumbent on the part of 
the Respondent/Bank to establish that the deduction of 
wages on 31-8-94 and 1-9-94 on pro-rata basis is justified 
by letting evidence to that effect. It was a stage, that there 
was no one dare to make complaint to the Respondent 
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diiGCtly, suchwasthetemvuiiteashed on the staff memb^ 
the Respondent and theref<ne, innocent staff nieiid)ers 
were systematically charge sheeted, suspended and 
dismissed and fear had griped aU the staff members. Under 
such circiunstances, the Respondent without cHscharging 
their burden to justify their action of deduction cannot 
now contend that since there is no demand fiom individual 
wmkmmi, their claim has to be rejected and in deducting 
the wages, the Respondent/Management has not followed 
the principles of natural justice. It is the bounden duty of 
the Reqxmdeni/Management to prove that eadh individual 
employee had participated in the abstention of worie. The 
Re^ndent has also not produced any material to show 
that those worionen have not woriced on that date. Learned 
counsel for the Petitioner hirthm' relied on the rulings 
reportedin 1980IIU137 GUJARAT STEEL TUBES LTD. 
Vs. GUJARAT STEEL TUBES MAZDOOR'SABHA 
whereinwoikmenofthesqipellant employer went onatotal 
strike and it resulted in the managonent terminating 
wholesate services of vvoikmen, in winch the Siqp^eme Comt 
has held that ‘‘the action taken under the general law or the 
standing orders was illegal in the absence of individualised 
charge sheets, proper hearmg and personalised 
punishment, if found guitfy and none of these steps having 
been taken and therefore, it is not valid and therefore, 
illegalfy deduaed wages is to be restored to employee of 
Petitioner union with interest.” 

37. But, again learned counsel for the Respondent 
cont^ded that under the general law reported in 1982 n 
LU^319 VKRAMTAMASKARAhDOniERSKs. STE^ 
AUTHOUTY OF INDIA LTD. wherein the Court of 

Madhya Pradesh has held that “under general law, the 
performance of service in accordance with the contract of 
employment is a condition precedent for earning the 
remuneration or salary. If an employee absents from work 
without just cause or excuse, he commits abreach of terms 
of contract. A refusal to obey a lawful order or arefiisal to 
serve the employer faithtiiUy by working to rule, or 
interpreting lawhil orders in an unreasonable way, both 
amount to breach of contract. Under such circumstances, 
the legal position that the en^oyee forfeits remuneration 
not only when he ateents from duty but also when he 
wilfully does not discharge his duty. If the Petitioners 
ddiberately and in a concoted move merely attended the 
site or paJ^ of work during the periods in dispute and did 
not woric at aU to coerce the Respondent to agree to their 
demands, they were not entitled to salaries for those periods 
as they were guilfyofbreach of contract.” Leamedcounsel 
for the Respondent contended that in this case though the 
Petitioner amtended that only some of the members of the 
union hove given representation to the management except 
the ipse dixit of WWl and WW2 there is no satisfectory 
evidence that salary was deducted from the staff members 
who have been worked during that period Even before 
this Tribunal, no staff members, who have been deducted 


with salary, have come to witness box to say that even 
though they have woriced on those days, their salary were 
deducted. Under such drcumstances, the demand made 
by the Petitioner union is not legal ami they are hot entitled 
to salary for the said period. 

38. 1 find much force in the contention of the learned 
counsel for the Respondent because though the Petitioner 
alleged that they have not participated in work stoppage 
during that period and onfy some of the members of union 
have given representation to the Re^Kmdent/Manag^nent 
with regard to transfa of the lady staff, it is not established 
before this Tribunal that all the members excqpt the office 
bearers of the union have workoi during those period. 
Under such circumstances, 1 find the demand of the 
Petitioner Union for restoration of pay and allowance is 
not valid and hence, 1 find this demand against the 
P^tioner. 

39. The next demand to be decided in this case is 
(No. 6) whether the action of the Respondent/Bank in 
declining special casual leave to officebearers andexecutive 
committee members and recovering and allowance for 
availing special leave for attending union meeting is legal 
and justified ? 

40. Learned counsel for the Petitioner contended 
that this grant of special casual leave to office bearers was 
based both on Bipartite S^ement as well as internal circular 
recognising the right of the office bearers to entitlement of 
special casual leave for attending meetings and conference 
of the union. The Petitioner Union has filed Ex. W50 ^^ch 
is an extract of 6th Bipartite Settlement regarding special 
casual leave to officebearers of the unioa It clearly states 
that special casual leave d be aUovred to certain employees 
for attending meeting, conference of trade union of bank 
employees mid this has become part oj^ervice conditions 
vdiich was extended to Petitioner unionby thdr lett^dated 
19-4-79, copy of which is marked asEx. W51, which dearfy 
stated thatExecutive Committee menfoers and office bearers 
of All India Bharat Overseas Bank Enqiloyees Union are 
entitled to special casual leave for attending the meeting 
and conference of the union. Under the original of Ex W53 
it is clearly stated that 21 days special leave is extended to 
Mr. J^yakaranDantel to discharge his duties as an executive 
committee member of all India organisatioiL Under such 
circumstances, when the General So^etaiy had applied for 
special casual leave for 16th& 17thNovember, 1995 under 
die original of Ex. W54, the Respondent/Bank has dechned 
to sanction the special casual leave to him for 16th& 17th 
November, 1995. They have not only declined the leave 
but also deducted wages in respect of these two days. 
Further, the special casual leave applied ty him on 
7-5-96 and 9-5-96 was declined which would be evident 
from Ex. W56. In that it is clearly stated that General 
Secretary of the Petitioner Union is not entitled to special 
casu^ leave and it further stated that three days will be 
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treated as unauthorised absence without pay not counting 
for seivice/increnient. Thus, it is clear that the Rei^xmdent/ 
Bank has unilaterally withdravm the facility extended to 
the union contrary to the existingpractice. Learned counsel 
for the Petitioner further relied on the rulings rqported in 
19811UJ1 whoein the Siqmne Court has held that ‘‘benefit 
extended pursuant to setflement caiuiot be unilaterally 
withdrawn even thmi^ settlement had ejqpired. ” Therefor^ 
the denial of special casual leave to General Secretary is 
nc^ legal and justified. Similar^, special casual leave applied 
by one Mr. Rajendra Kumar, Assistant General Secretary 
of Puigab Region was not extended this benefit is also 
without any basis. 

41. But, as against this, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that Bipartite Settlement dated 
19-10-1966 envisages grant of special casual leave to certain 
employees for attending meetings and conferences of trade 
union of bank employees operating at national level and 
this was meant only for general meetings and conferences 
of trade union and federation of all India character. In this 
case, the grant of special casual leave was applied by an 
enqiloyW said to be an office bearer of the trade union for 
attending a domestic enquiry and in another case for grant 
of leave to an employee who was not an office bearer in a 
trade union of all India character for the purpose other 
than those set out in the settlement dated 19-10-66. 
Therefore, in order to avail special casual leave, the 
concerned employee should be an office bearer of all India 
character and it is granted only for attending conferences 
of trade union of bank employees. The expression meeting 
and conferences would mean either Annual General 
Meeting or Committee Meeting or conferences organised 
by All India Unions. Mir. Rajendra Kumar who was onfy 
Assistant General Secretary of the Petitioner union sqiplied 
for special casual leave for the purpose other than those 
set out in Bipartite Settlement. The office brearers of 
Petitioner union are not entitled to privilege provided in 
clause 13.39, unless they are office bearers of any All India 
Unions. The Petitioner union is not a union representing 
workmen of various banks on all India basis. The other 
grievance is that denial of leave to Mr. Jayakaran Daniel 
who was a committe member of national confederation of 
bank employees for defending a charge sheeted employee 
in a domestic enquiiy. The Bipartite Settlement does not 
envisage grant of special leave for that contingency. 
Therefore, the grievance of the Petitioner cannot be upheld 
and it has to be rejected. It is further contended by the 
learned counsel for the Respondent that though WWl 
has alleged that he is the memba of AU India Bank 
Federation, no prior sanction was obtained by WWl to 
attend the federation meeting and therefore, he is not 
entitled for the special leave. It is further contended that in 
one case, he has applied for leave for attending enquiry at 
Gorakhpur and in another case, he has applied leave after 
he availed the leave. 


42. But, though I find some point in the contention 
of the learned counsel for the Respondent that for 17th 
November, 1995, he has attended enquiiy at C^raktqiur, he 
is not entitled to special casual leave, since the special 
leave is to be sanctioned only for attending the meeting 
and conferences of trade union of bank employees, with 
regard to application of his leave for 7-5-96 to 9-5-96, it 
cannot be said that he is not entitled for the leave because 
even in the letter dated 13-10-1987 it is mentioned that 
WWl as Executive Committee Member is entitled for 
special casual leave. Further, it is admitted that he is the 
Member of Central Committee of National Confederation 
of Bank Employees; National Executive Committee of 
National Confederation of Bank Employees; Negotiation 
Committee of National Confederation of Bank Employees 
and Vice President of National Confederation of Bank 
Employees and Organising Secretary of National 
Confederation of Bank Employees. Under such 
circumstances, I find the deduction made for the l&’ve 
period of 7-5-96 to 9-5-96 is not valid in law and Mr. 
Jayakaran Daniel is entitled for pay & allowances for tliat 
period. With regard to other person Mr. Rajendra Kum ir 
with regard to his entitlement for special leave, I find t c 
request of the Petitioner union is not valid. 

43. The next demand to be decided in this case s s 
whether the action of the Respondent/Bank in withholdin g 
ex-gratia amount payable to workmen is legal ami 
justified ? 

44. Learned counsel for the Petitioner contended 
that payment of ex-gratia was introduced by the 
Respondent/Bank during the year 1989-90 and the same 
was continued till date and it ws s paid to employees m lieu 
of bonus. Under Ex. W61 it is established that ex-gratia 
was extended to all members of staff who are not eligible 
for bonus. It is paid to all employees who have come out of 
the purview of Payment of Bonus Act as a reward for 
promoting the welfare and increasing the productivity of 
the bank. From Ex. W60 to W70 it is clear th^ i^ito 1993-94, 
ex-gratia was paid to all the employees of award staff 
employed under Respondent/Bank without any bar or 
precondition. But, in the year 1995 without any justification, 
they have denied the same to certain employees for reasons 
not even revealed. The Petitioner has produced a list in 
which it is given the names of members of the Petitioner 
union to whom it was denied and therefore, the 
Respondent/Bank cannot unilaterally stop the same to 
certain employees on irrelevant and extraneous 
consideration which are not the part of record. It is also 
contended on behalf of the Petitioner that under Ex. W68 
the condition which states that ex-gratia can be denied to 
staff membas who have caused monetary loss to the bank 
and on whose recommendation/reference/introduction, 
loans and advances have been granted and such loan/ 
advance is still outstanding as NPA, who have availed of 
loans/advances in benami names, who are facing or 
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undergoing disciplinary proceedings are not entitled to ex- 
gratia amount. witness was e^tnuned onbdi^of 
the Respondent/Management namely MWl has admitted 
that he is not aware of the fact as to whether ex-gratla was 
not paid to employees, whose names found in the list 
submitted before this TxibunaL He also stated that he does 
not know whether notice were given to those employees 
or any reason was given before stopping the ex-gratia 
amount. Therefore, before this Tribunal, the Respondent/ 
Bank has not eshdilished for what reason ex-gratia was not 
paid to those employees and hence, non-payment of ex- 
gratia to those employees is wh(^ uxyustifiable and 
without any basis. Further, Respondent/Bank has not 
adduced any evidence that those posons some dues 
were pending or for what reason they have not given Cx- 
gratia to them. Under such circumstances, the denial of ex- 
gratia to the said persons is unjustifiable. 

45. On the other hand, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that with regard to payment of ex- 
gratia, no workm an can claim it as a matter of right nor 
Petitioner Union can seek for alternation of conditions for 
payment of ex-gratia. In any event, payment of ex-gratia is 
ordered qnly by the Board oj^irectors of the Respondent/ 
Bank and it is open to the Respondent/Bank to lay down 
conditions for payment of such ex-gratia and it is neither 
permissible nor advisable for the Petitioner union to cppose 
the conditions imposed for grant of ex-gratia and the 
workmen will have to accept ex-^atia, subject to the 
conditions attached to it and it is not permissible for them 
asamatterofri^orasamatterofcoutse. TheRespcmdod/ 
Management has produced Ex M2 to M7 which are copies 
ofcirculars for the years 1990,1991,1992,1993,1994 and 
1995, wherein it is clearly stated that who are the persons 
entitled for ex-gratia and it is open to the Responcient/ 
Bank to lay down conditions for p^ment of ex-gratia. In 
this case, the persons who were not paid ex-gratia have 
not come before this Court to S£^ thk even though they 
have not come under any of the conditions mentioned in 
the circulars, they have not been paiid^-giatia. Under such 
circumstances, since it is not a matt^ of right to claim ex- 
gratia and since the Respondent/Bank is entitled to impose 
conditions for payment of ex-giatia, it cannot be questioned 
by the Petitioner union. 

46. But, I find there is no point in the contention of 
the learned counsel for the Respondent because they have 
not produced any document to show what are all the 
reasons for not paying ex-gratia to the persons mentioned 
in the list produced by the Petitioner union. Though they 
have tried to impose conditions, it ^ not established before 
this Tribunal that since the members of Petitioner union 
have breached the conditions, they have not been paid ex- 
gratia. Under such circumstances, I find the members of 
the Petitioner union as per the list are entitled to ex-gratia 
as contended by the Petitioner Union, 


47. The next demand of the Petitioner uniqn in this 
case is‘Wheth^the Resixindent/Managemeat inder^rag 
wage arrears due to the ten^otmy staff on account cf wHges 
revised as per Bipartite Settlement is justified ? 

48. OnbehalfofthePetitionm' itiscoiitmidedthat 
as Kpartite Settl^D^ ^]^)afary en^doyees weiepaid 
wages based on equal pay far equal wtnk and it is also 
admitted that Bipartite Settlement is inqilemenmd with 
retrospective effect ami the worionen on pennanot basis 
were paid arrears of salary and aUofwanoe. However, the 
Respondent/Bank even though enforced 6th Bipartite 
Settlement on 16-2-1995 thebenefit of setdement was given 
with ietroq>ective effect firom 1-11-1992, but this boiefit 
was not given to t^poraiy staff and they have not given 
ai^ reason as to why they have taied tiiese benefits to 
temporary onployees and this practice is ah» contrary to 
existing practice, which ^ untv*«^ly followedby all who 
are signatories to settlemenf. Further, the 7th Bqiaitite 
Settlement have extended the benefits with retrospective 
effect, whereas the Respondent/Bank has made an 
exception only in the case of 6th Bip^te Settiement 

49. But, as against this, jt was contended behalf 
of the Respondent that temporary sid)-staff were engaged 
to meet the abs^iteeism (tf r^ilar sib-staff and the wages 
of temporary sub-staff vreie als» used to be levi^ fiom 
the mcmtii following the one in which the settlement was 
concluded and such revision was not given retrospective 
operation. The 6th Bipartite Settlement signed on 
14-2-1995 and it w^ revised from March, 1995 to te m por ary 
sife-staff and therefore. Bipartite Settlemart which was 
given effect to from 1-11-1992 would not entitle the 
tnnporaiy sub-staff to the revised rate of wages from the 
date Of settlement, which was given effect to regular 
workmen, since they are not governed by Bipartite 
Settlement. When the teno^rary sub-staff have no claim 
for employmeiit at aU, it cannot said that they can make 
claim for retrospective effect for revisimi of w^es p^^le 
to them, therefore, this demand is misconceived. 

50. But, here again, I find there ^ no point in the 
contention of the learned counsel for the Respondent 
because except this tiine in all the times, when the Bipartite 
Settlement have been entered into, temporary sub-staff 
were also given wages with retrospective effect. 

51. Learned counsel for the Petitioner contended 
that this unfortunate incident took place during the 
iiKHunb^icy of the infiinxxis Chaitn^ and oitiy to victiinize 
the members ofthe union, this was effected. Itisest^dished 
that in all the Bq)artite Settlement except the 6th Bipartite 
Settlement the workmen were given the benefits of 
retrospective and retro^iective revision smd arrears were 
paid as given to the permanent enqtioyees. Therdfere, I 
find the Respondent/Bank cannot doiy the same only in 
the case of 6th Bqiattite Settlemem witiiout any jostification 
for the same. Therefore, I find this demand in favour of the 
Petitioner. 
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52. The last demand [No< 13] to be decided in this 
case is ‘Whether the action of the Respondent/ 
Management in withdrawing of ex-giatia paid-4o part time 
sweepers for 1993-94 is justified? 

53. It is contended on behalf of the Petitioner that 
for the year 1993-94, sub-staff were paid Rs. 2000 as ex- 
gratia, copy of the circular is niarked as Bx. W69 and it is 
also an admitted fact that permanent part time employees 
form pmt of subordinate cadre. Eventmder clause 4.5(b) of 
Bipartite Settlement dated 19-10-1966, it is clearly stated 
that permanent part tirne einployees form part of subordinate 
cadre. Therefore, the Respondent/Bank has rightty paid 
ex-gratiaiq)to Rs. 2000 for the year 1993 to the permanent 
part time employees. But, however, for the year 1994-95 
through its circular, they have reduced the ex-gratia to 
Rs. 1,000 to permanent part time sweepers treating them as 
a separate category from subordinate staff. At the same 
time, ex-gratia paid to subordinate staff was inaea^ from 
Rs. 2,000 to Rs. 3,000 and this was reported to the 
Respondent/Management. But, not relishing with the 
representation, the Respondent/Bank reacted in such a 
way that in one shot the entire hmqrsum of ex-gratia paid to 
part time employees almost 12 months before was 
recovered from the poor part time employees without any 
justification and they ^^ed that by mist^e, ex-gratia was 
paid in 1993-94 and theiefOT^ hisrecov^ed But, no material 
was placed before this Tribunal to substantiate their 
contention that part time employees were paid ex-gratia by 
mistake and even before this Tribunal, they have not given 
any reason for recovering the amount. The contention that 
ex-gratia is a discretion vested with the Respondent/Bank 
and they would pay according to their sweet will and 
pleasure and hence, lion-ps^ent of the same cannot be a 
subject matter of industrial dispute is of no substance. 
These contentions are far fetched and ill advised and 
therefore, the Petitioner union prays that these amounts 
are to be paid to part time employees. 

54. But, as against this, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that during that year, the Board 
had decided to pay ex-gratia of Rs. 3,000 to officers, 
Rs. 2,500 to clerical staff and Rs. 2,000 to subordinate staff. 
The resolution of Board of Directors did not make any 
specific provision for payment of ex-gratia to part time 
employees. No Ex-gratia was paid to part time sweepers for 
the accounting year 1989-90 to 1992-93. But, without any 
instruction from Hekl Office and without knowing the terms 
on which the payment of ex-gratia was^fiOf^dered by the 
Board, some of the branches of Respondent^ank jJBW ex- 
gratia to part time sweepers for the accounting year 
1993-94. When once such mistaken payment came to the 
knowledge of Head Office of Responent/Bank, 
overpayment was adjusted by way of recovery and this 
action of the Respondent/Bank cannot be said as unfair 
and illegal. Further, grant of ex-gratia is puiefy discretionary 
and it cannot form subject matter of industrial dispute and 


it cannot be demanded as a matter of light or as a matter of 
course. 

55. Though the Petitioner alleged that temporary 
employees are permanmit part time employees namely they 
are part of the subordinate cadre, since the circulm issued 
in the year 1993-94 has not mentioiied anything about the 
payment of ex-gratia to temporary enqiloyees, it cannot be 
said that wrong payment or mistaken payment paid to 
temporary employees cannot be recovered by the 
Respondent/Baidc. It is not established before this Tribunal 
that during that period temporary employee are entitled 
for ex-gratia for the amount alleged by them. Under such 
circumstances, I find the wrong or mistaken payment made 
by the Respondent/Baitk can be recovered from the 
conceined employees. Under such circumstances, I find 
this point against the Petitioner. 

Point No. 11: 

The next point to be decided in this case is to what 
relief the concerned employees are entitled ? 

56. In view of my foregoii^ findings with regard to 
first demarul of the Petitfoner Uriion for redesignating the 
employees entrusting minor siqiervisory duties as 
special assistants as in the nationalised banks is justified, 
but the ratio claimed!^the Petitioner for special assistants 
aslO.l is not justified. With regard to 11th demand revising 
the special allowance to en^loyees performing minor 
sipervisory duties, I find the demand of the Petitioner Union 
isjustified Withregardto 12th demand, I find the action of 
tlK Respondent/Bank in withdrawing the HRA & PF on 
special allowance paid to enqiloyees performing minor 
supervisory duties is not legal and justified. 

57. With regard to demand No. 2 of the Petitioner 
Union th^ payment of cashpeon allowai^ for subordinate 
staff performing cash duties, I find the said dernand is 
justified. 

58. With r^ard to demand No. 3,1 find the demand 
for including NUT for being eligible to draw incentive for 
undergoing computer education isjustified. 

59. Wthr^;ardtodemandNo.4ofPetitionerUnion 
that restoration of pay and allowance to award staff 
attached to Head Office on 31 -8-94 and 1 -9-94,1 find the 
said demand ofthe union is not justified. 

60. With regard tp demand No. 6,1 find the action of 
the Respondent/Bank in declining special casual leave to 
General Secretary of the Union alone and in recovering 
pay and allowance for availing special casual leave for 
attending union meeting is not legal and justified. 

61. With regard to 9th demand of the Petitioner 
union, I find the members of the Petitioner union are entitled 
to ex-gratia as contended by the Petitioner Union. 
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62. regard to 13th demand, 1 find the action of 
the llespohdent/Bank in withdra^f^ of ex-gratia paid to 
part time sweepers for 1993-94 is justified. 

63. Ordered according. No Costs. 

64. Thus, the reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P. A., transcribed and b^pedby him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
d^ the 2$th Septanbei; 2(X)5). 

K. JAYARAMAN, Presiding Ofidcer 

Witnesses Examined:— 

ForthelParty/ : WWl&iJayakaianDarnel 
Claimant WW2 Sri Ambrose G. Ravi 

Kumar 

For the n Party/ : MWl SiiK. C. Kumar 
Management 

Docmnents Marked 

Foithe 1 Party/CSaimain: 


Ex. No. 

Date 

Description 

WI 

30-08^ 

Xerox copy of the ga 2 ette rmtification 
issued by Oovemment of India 

W2 

3008^ 

Xoox copy of the order—^terms of 
reference 

W3 

074)1*87 

Xerox o(^ of the promotion policy 
from Oerical cadre to Officer cadre 

W4 

17-06-88 

Xerox copy of the promotion policy 
from deri^ cadre to Officer cadre 

W5 

23-02-94 

Xanxoopy ofihe letter fiomPetffioiif^ 
Uriion to Resp<mdeiit/N/foriagernettt 

W6 

07-06-94 

.Xerox copy of the order for 
termination ofpromotion pdicies By 
Respondent/Management 

W7 

1606^94 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Petitioner Union to Respondent 

W8 

o3-om 

^ferox (x^ of the letter fiom union 
to Respondent regarding 
A{^intmeiit of officers. 

W9 

Nil 

Xerox copy of the advertisement 
given by Respondent 

WIO 

174)m 

Xerox copy of the letter from union 
to Respondent regarding 
Appoiidment of Officers 

Wll 

17-02^ 

Xerox copy of the reply given by 
R^pondent/Bank 

W12 

23-02^ 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 
union 


7^QU0&-22 


W13 

304)3^ 

Xerox copy ofdte letter from Chairman 
of Respondent/Bank to General 
Secretary of Petitions union 

W14 

044)4-94 

Xerox copy of the reply given by 
Petitioner union lo Respondent/ 
Mamgsmeat 

W15 

08-11-94 

^terox of the circular issued by 

Respondent on Promotion policy 

W16 

2(M)8^ 

Xerox copy of the circular of 
Re^pondent/Managemmit regarding 
norms for request transfer 

W17 

3(W)94)1 

Xerox of the circular issued by 

Req)ondent regarding staff transfer 
to x>rbposed hranches. 

W18 

194)9^ 

Xsrcfs. copy of the circular issued by 
Respondent/Bank 

W19 

114)5-94 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Petitioner union to Respcndent/Bank 
regarding non-implementation of 
understandings. 

W20 

08-11-94 

Xerox (xpy of the strike notice issued 
by union 

W21 

14-11*94 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Assistant Labour Commissioner 
(Central) for conciliation. 

W22 

114)1-96 

XercK copy of the circular issued by 
union 

W23 

134)3-96 

Xerox copy of the chargesheet issued 
to Presddent of union 

W24 

024)1-96 

Xerox copy of the suspension order 
ismed to \^ce President of the union 

W25 

0902-96 

Xerox copy of the minutes of 
conciliation proceedings 

W26 

15^-96 

Xeroxcpt^ of the charter of demands 

W27 

060994 

Xerox copy of the chargesheet issued 
to Gmieral Secretary 

W28 

02-0896 

Xerox copy of the notice for meeting 
issued by Ministry 

W29 

054)8-96 

Xi^ox C(^ of the notice issued by 
Regional Labour Commissioner 
^(Central) 

W30 

274)7-96 

Xerox copy of the fidlure report of 
conciliation 

W31 

1906-89 

Xerox copy of the settlement 
regmding minoi*supervisoiy duties 

W32 

139790 

Xerox copy of the agreement 
regarding Nfinor siq>ervisoiy duties 
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W33 

11-07-91 

Xerox copy of the agreement 
regarding minor supervisory duties 

W34 

07-08-92 

Xerox copy of the agreement 
regarding nunor siq)ervisory duties 

W35 

May, 1994 

Xerox copy of the minutes of 
discussion held between Union and 
Respondent/Management 

W36 

21-09-94 

Xerox copy of the letter froin 
Respondent/Bank to union regarding 
implementation of minutes of 
discussion. 

W37 

m 

Exl;ract from V Bq)artite Settlement 
regarding duties of special assistants 

W38 

m 

Extract from VI Bipartite Settlement 
regarding duties of special 
assistants. 

W39 

NU 

Extract from V Bipartite Settlement 
regarding special allowance p^able 
to special assistants 

W40 

NU 

Extract from VI B^artite Settlement 
regarding special allowance payable 
to special assistants 

W41 

m 

Extract from V Bipartite Settlement 
regarding special allowance payable 

W42 

NU 

Extract from VI B^artite Settlement 
regarding special allowance payable 
and amount ranking for PF 

W43 

NU 

Extract from V Bipartite Settlement 
regarding HRA p^ble to special 
assistants 

W44 

19-05-95 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 
Respondent/Bank withdrawing PF & 
HRA on special allowance. 

W45 

31-07-90 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Respondent/Bank to one of the staff 
regarding special allowance 

W46 

MI 

Extract from Bipartite Settlement 

W47 

31-03-99 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 
Respondent/Bank regarding staff 
welfare scheme 

W48 

MI 

Xerox copy of the minutes of meeting 
held between Union and Re^xmdent/ 
Bank 

W49 

21-09-94 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Respondent/Bank to union for 
impkmentatiQn of danands. 

W50 

NU 

Extract from VI Bipartite Settlement 
regarding special leave to office 
bearers of union 


W51 

194)4-79 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Respondent to union regarding 
special casual leave 

W52 

13-10-87 

Xerox copy of the letter from union 
to respondent r^arding Co-option 
of J. Daniel as Executive committee 
member 

W53 

29^10-87 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Respondent/Bank to union i^arding 
extending special casual leave to Mr. 
Daniel 

W54 

18-11-95 

Xerox copy of the letter from J. Daniel 
to Respondent regarding special 
casual leave 

W55 

20-12-95 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Respondent/Bankto J. Daniel 

W56 

11-05-96 

Xerox cqpy ofthe letter from J. Daniel 
to Respondent/Bank 

W57 

21-05-96 

Xerox copy ofthe letter from J. Daniel 
to Respondent/Bank regarding 
special casual leave. 

W58 

104)4-96 

Xerox copy of the letter from Rajender 
Kumar to Respondent/Bank 
requesting for special casual leave 

W59 

084)5-96 

Xerox copy of the letter from 
Respondent/Bank declining special 
casual leave to Rajender Kumar. 

W60 

124)4-90 

Xerox copy of the circular issued 
Respondent/Bank. 

W61 

014)6-90 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 
Respondent/Bank. 

W62 

14-06-90 

Xerox copy of the circular issued 
Respondent/Bank. 

W63 

174)8-90 

Xerox copy of the circular issued 
Respondent/Bank. 

W64 

304)6-92 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 
Respondent/Bank. 

W65 

30-07^ 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 
Respondent/Bank. 

W66 

21-04-93 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 
Respondent/Bank 

W67 

224)6-94 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 
Respondent/Bank. 

W68 

274)5-95 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 
Respondent/Bank. 

W69 

204)5-95 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 
Respondent/Bank. 
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W70 

2806-96 

Xerox of the diciilar issued by 

M2 

1-06-90 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 



Re^xmdeiit^aiilL 



Respondent/Bank For payment of ex- 

W71 

200505 

Xerox of the dictdar usoed by 



gratia to staff 



Respondent/Bank. 


03-05r91 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 

W72 

0906-95 

Xerox copy of the rqnes^tation of 



Respondent/Bank Regarding 



A. C. Raviloimar to Re^ndent/Bank. 



payment of ex-gratia 

W73 

170605 

Xerox copy of the legal notice issued 
to Re^nd^Kt/BaidL 

M4 

3006-92 

^&rox of the circular issued by 

Respondent/Bank Regarding 
p^mentof ex-gralia 

W74 

27-0605 

^>terox copy of the lepresratation of 
A.C. Ravikmnar to Respondent/ 
Management 

M5 

3007-93 

Xerox ooj^ of the circular issued by 
II Party/Management Regarding 
payment of ex-gratia 

W75 

010605 

Xerox copy of the letter from 





Respondent/Bank to Mr. A. 

M6 

22-06-94 

Xermc copy of the circular issued by 



Ravdoima^ Cashier. 



II Party/Management Regarding 

W76 

220605 

Xerox copy of the letter from 



paynmnt of ex-gratia 



Respondent/Bank to Mr. A. 

M7 

2005-95 

X^x c^jipy of the circular issued by 



Ravikumar regarding demand loan 



II Party/Management regarding 



outstanding. 



pSQrmeaot of ex-gratia 

W77 

0702-93 

Extract fiom minutes of national 

M8 

144)5-94' 

Xerox copy of the minutes of 



executive committee Meeeting. 



discussion held between Re^ndent 

W78 

150605 

Xerox copy of the distpute raised by 



andunion 



Petitioner union. 

M9 

01-06-94 

Xerox copy of the circular regarding 

W79 

1408-94 

Extract of General Secretary report 



settlement of issues 



regarding Relationship with 

MIO 


Xenscoqy ofthe letter fium Petitioner 



Respondent/Management. 



tmion to Respondent/Bank enclosing 

W80 

07-11-94 

Xerox copy of the minutes of 



list of office bearers 



Executive committee meeting. 

MU 

23-094)4 

Xerox copy of the circular regarding 

W81 

26-11-94 

Xerox copy of the minutes of national 



training programme on computer 



executive committee Meeting. 



awareness 

W82 

22-0605 

Xerox copy ctf the minutes of national 
erfficutive committee hfeeting. 

M12 

154)2-96 

Xeroxcopy ofthe letter fromPetitioner 
union to Re^ndent/Bank enclosing 
list demands 

W83 

12-1205 

Xerox copy of the minutes of 
executive committee meeting 

M13 

314)5-96 

Xerox copy of the circular from IB A 

W84 

12-408 

Extract from minutes of national 
execiitive committee Meeting. 



regarding special leave to office 
bearers. 

W85 

m 

Xerox copy of the list of the office 
bearers and members of National 

M14 

124)7-96 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 
Petitioner union Regarding strike. 



executive committee of Petitioner 

M15 

224)9-78 

Xerox copy of the circular regarding 



Union on 16-04-2000. 



special allowance 

W86 

m 

Xerox c(^ of the list of office bearers 

M16 

074)1.«7 

^&roK copy ofthe settlement between 



elected at 12th General Council 



Petitioner union & respondent 



meetingfor 2003-06. 



regarding promotion of clerical staff 

For the n Party/Management:— 

M17 

074)6-94 

J&rox copy of the notice issued by 

Ex. No. 

Date 

Description 



Rei^ndent terminating Settlements 
dated 7-1-87 and 17-6-88. 

Ml 

1906-89 

Xerox copy of the memorandum of 
settlement regarding Minor 

M18 

08-11-94 

Xerox coiy of the circular regarding 



supervisory duties 



promotion policy. 
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M19 

194)9-94 

Xerox copy of the circular regarding 
understanding reached on various 
issues 

M20 

08-11-94 

Xerox copy of the strike notice issued 
by Petitioner union 

M21 

11-01^ 

Xerox copy of the circular issued 1^ 
P^tioner Union 

M22 

194)6-95 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 
II Party/Management Regarding 
paynKstt of ex-gratia 

M23 

284)6-96 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 
Respondent/Bank Regarding 
payment of ex-gratia 

M24 

264)8-97 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 
Respondent/Bank Regarding 
payment of ex-gratia. 

M25 

254)6-98 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 
Respond^t Regarding promotion 
policy. 

M26 

26-044)0 

Xerox copy oftheletter ftomPetitioner 
union to Respondent/Management 
regarding 11 th General Council 
Meeting 
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1156.—1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ ^ 17 % Mm 

f^. ^ %■ *1^ %■ 

aTftT^)rjr/8R'=qr9im,%^%'^^ 310 / 2004 ) 

^ qri<nl %, ^ 28-272006 ^ 

^ansrrt 

[U T^?r-120l1/11/2003-a(?T^. 3TR. (^-I)] 

^T^PT'^^IR, 3iTfNcj)lO 

New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1156,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (310/2004) of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court, 
Chennai now as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Karur %sya Bank, Karur and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 28-2-2006. 

[No. L-12011/11/2003-IR (B-I)] 
AJ AY KUMAR, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVX INDUSTRl/O, 
TRIBUNALOIAMABOUR COURi; CHENNAI 

Tuesday, the 20th Decemiber, 2005 

PRESENT 

K Jayaiaman, Presiding Officer 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. 310/2004 

(In the matter ot the dispute for adjudication under 
clause (d) of shb-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) 
of Section lOofthe Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 
of 1947), between the Management of Karur \ysya 
Bank aid thdr workmen). 

mrmm 

The General Secretory, I Party/Chaimian 

Karur \ys 5 n Bank 
En^pyees Union, 

Bangalore. 

AND 

The Chairman, II Par^^Management 

Karur Bank, Karur 

APPEARANCE 

For the Petitioner : M/s. D. Hariparantha- 
man, V. Ajoy Khose, 
Advocates. 

Fortiie Man^ement : M/s.T. S. Gopalan & Co., 
Advocates. 

AWARD 

The Central Govenm^nt, Ministiy of Labour vide 
order No. L-1201 l/ll/2003-IR-<B-I) dated 15-01-2004 has 
referred this industrial dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication The Schedule mentioned in that order is: 

“Whether the entrusting of the internal work of 
collection/delivery of Clearing instruments to an 
outside courier agency by the management of Karur 
^^sya Bank is legal and justified ? If not, what relief 
the en^loyees of tlw management are entitled to ?” 

2. After the receipt of the reference, it was taken on 
file as I. D. No, 310/2004 and notices were issued to both 
the parties and both the parties entered appearance 
through their advocates and filed their Claim Statement 
and Counter Statement respectively. 

3. The allegations of the Petitions Union in the Claim 
Statement are briefly as follows:— 

The I Party Union is a trade union registered under 
Trade Unions Act. Respondent/Bank is one of the 
scheduled banks doing banking business. It has got about 
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250 biancbes aU ovtx India in wban, semi-vitan 
areas. Thepa^rmeiits are made mo^thnmi^negotiable 
instnimeiits such as cheques, draft, pay order etc. The 
cheque and otiier hutimments deposited by customas 
are Accepted by various branch office of 11 Party/ 
Manag ement in Chennai and otho-areas and the same are 
sent to Iffil for clearance through central clearing office. 
The instrument cf ftie brandi will be brought to central 
clearing office and from there to the respective brandies. 
In the saine way, cleaning is done for all the branch^ of n 
Party/K^nagement all over Tamil Nadn and other ar^. 
The manner and method of dearing is carried ontby all 
the nationalised and scheduled banks in accordance with 
provisions of Negotiable Instruments Act, Banking 
Regulation Act and directi^tes of RBI and Standing 
Ccmunittee of Bankers QearingHoase. The ctearing shall 
be carried out only by diluting derical sub-staff and it 
cannot be assigned to any private ageiu^ or persons. 
The sub-staff are oaqiloyed by an the bankers indudii^ 
the n Party/Management aU along and for nmre than five 
decades. Fortius ^ib-st^ are entitled to special aUowmice 
for carrying out the work motioned in petition as per 
Bipartite Settlement. The clearing work is ^me by sub* 
staff employed by sub-staff employed in II Party/ 
Management as per practice, custom and usage that is 
being in force for a long time continuously. Further by 
entrusting the woik to the sub-staff, fidelity and secrecy 
of the bank and customers are maintained. Thus, the 
interest of the bank as well as the customer are saved and 
protected. While so, the II Party/Management in Chennai 
sought to give dearing woric to private couriers pertaining 
to Tambaram, Chrompet, Alandur, Nanganallur, 
Thiruvmrkadu, Savitha Dentel College branches and tiie 
Alandur Extension counter which was not permissible 
under provisions of various laws more particular^ Section 
9 A of the Act Immediatdy tiie I party Union wrote a letter 
on 27-7-02 for which the II Paity/Managemen! sent a reply 
that they would go ahead witii entrustment of clearing 
work with private couriers. Therefore, the I Party Union 
raised the dispute against entrustment of clearing work 
which is perennial and permanent in nature to the third 
party contractor, which is violative of Section 9A and 
Bipartite Settlement governing the conditions of service 
to sub-staff involved in clearing work. While the matter is 
pending, II Pai1y/M;^gement has started to hand over 
clearing work to private couriers in various branches all 
over Tamil Nadu which is iUqgal and contrary to the advice 
given by Idxmr authorities to maintain status quo in terms 
of provisions of Section 33 of I. D. Act. The action of the 
management amounts to altering the conditions of service 
and is not maintainable. By this altering conditions of 
service it will lead to deprivation of wages, allowances 
and employment of sub-staff. Since no notice was issued 
before effecting such change, it is violative ^secjtiorr 9A 
of the 1. D. Act and therefme, itis rmri-^ aiidm-bpetiitive. 
It is also contrary to Secticm 10(ii)0)) ofBanking Regulation 


Act and it is also contrary to direction of Standing 
Committee for bmikeis clearing house. Bvmr after raising 
this dispute, the H Party/Management without^'seddrig 
pennissicm fiom conciliation officer effected the ahetation 
of conditions of service, which is violative of Section 
33(lKa) of the Act Further, the entrustment of clearing 
wc^ to private couriers is also detrmimital to the interest 
of customers and the bank. Hence, for all these reasons, 
tte Petitioner union prays to hold tiim action of II Party/ 
Management as iU^al a^ consequentiy direct the n Party/ 
Manag ement to cany ont the said wflA with snb-staff as 
done hitherto. 

4. As against this, tiie Respondent in its Counter 
Statement alleged that the Respondent is a banking 
conqiany and it accepts instruments tendered by its 
constituents for clearance/collection. When the 
instrument is drawn ona local braiteh of bank, it will be 
sent for clearance. When it is outstation cheque it will be 
sent by pc^couiier to the branch of bank on which the 
instrument is drawn for collection. The RBI has set up a 
clearing house in all metro cities, where all banks in 
ccmosmed city will attend to clearing and in other cities 
where there are more than five banks functioning, there 
will be clearing house set iqi either by SBI and in the 
absence of SBI by one of the leading l^idcs. In the clearing 
house, representatives of banks functioning in concerned 
city will meet the cheques drawn on other banks and they 
will estehange the instruments and this is called as.clearing 
operation. Where the Respondent/Bank has more than 
one branch, the main branch or central clearing office as 
thecase nutybe, will attend to clearing and the said branch/ 
central clearing office will be responsible to collect the 
cheques of other branches and transnussion of the same. 
This branch is called service branch and other branches 
are called subordinate branches. The transmission of 
instruments from subordinate branches to service branch 
and re-transmission from service branch to subordinate 
branches were being done through sub-staff of the 
concerned branch. By dq)h^]ig the sifo-stafffor this work, 
the extent of time he was so engaged, his services were 
not available to the branch. It was felt that if for collection 
purpose (outstation cheques) instruments could be sent 
through postal department or courier to outstation, the 
Respondent/Bank considered them was no reason why 
such external agency should niot be engaged for 
transmission of inriruments from sifoordinate branches 
to service blSnch vice versa. (M 22-7-87 the RBI directed 
that by introducing mechanised cheque processing tystem 
using high spe^ reader sorters in loc^ clearing clteques, 
the processing of cheques has been speeded and the RBI 
directed the banks to review the arrangement involved in 
movement of clearing instruments firom branches to 
clearing departing and consider evolving sttitebie steps 
to speed up the movement of instruments including 
introduction of an effective courier service. In the year 
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1995, the Respondent/Bank engaged courier in New Delhi 
who was entrusted with the task of collecting instruments 
from Lawrence Road branch and Kashmiri Gate and 
delivering it to the Karolbagh branch, which is the service 
branch. In such courier service, instruments pertaining to 
branch will be put inside an envelope and pasted envelope 
win beput in abag which will be duly locked before handing 
it over to courier. The service branch as well as subordinate- 
branches attached to it will have key for each bag so that 
there is no scope for the bag being tampered with during 
the course of transit from the subordinate branches to 
service branch and vice versa. Even now, many of the 
foreign banks and nationalised banks had also started 
engaging couriers for transmission and retransmission of 
instruments for clearance from subordinate branches to 
service branch and vice versa. In July, 2001 professional 
courier was engaged for collection and transmission of 
cheques in Tirunelveli town to and from service branch. 
On 26-7-02 the professional courier was engaged in Tinq)ur 
branch and this was followed in Salem during December, 
2002 and in Coimbatore during January, 2003; in Wair^al, 
Hyderabad, Madurai during ^ril, 2003, in Mumbai, Karur 
and Trichy during May, 2003 and during Juty, 2002 it was 
introduced in seven branches of Chennai city. As on date, 
in all the 19 out of 21 clearing centres in Tamil Nadu, 
transmission and retransmission of instruments from 
service branch/Central clearing office have been fully 
implemented. The system has been in vogue in some of 
the nationalised banks as early as in 1971, The allegation 
that it was violative of Section 9A and 33 of the Act is 
wholly unsustainable and unjustified. Even today, 
transmission and retransmission of instruments to and 
from service branch/Central Clearing Ifouse is concerned, 
it is done only by staff of the bank. By this arrangement, 
sub-staff from concerned branches are not required for 
transit of instruments to service branch. This will not 
adversely affect the job security or condition of service of 
sub-staff Even whenever a sub-staff was required for 
delivery of instruments from branch to collection centres 
or service branch, he was paid conveyance e>q>enses and 
this is not an allowance or an income and sub-staff carmot 
claiin it as a matter of right. The allowance was payable 
only as long as they were driving the two wheeler, on a 
regular basis and when once they are not entrusted with 
the driving work, th^^ will not be entitled for this allowance. 
Besides above, one more sub-staff at Chennai who was 
entrusted with this work in respect of few other branches 
was commuting by deptric train and he was paid onfy 
aenud conveyance. It is false to allege that the work oi 
carrying/delivering instrument from one branch to another 
is part of duties specified in Bipartite Settlement. In fact, 
Bipartite Settlement did mot specify the duties to be 
performed by sub-staff. It is also false to allege that by 
entrusting instrument in a sealed cover through courier 
there is impairment of fidelity and secrecy of bank and 
customers. Furtherby entrusting of work to courier service 


will amount to entrusting the sub-staff work pertaining to 
clearing house operation. Therefore, the question of 
violatioii of Section 9A of I.D. Act or Bipartite Settlement 
does not arise. Further, it would not amount to alteration 
of service conditions of sub-staff. Therefore, .there is no 
violation of section 33 of I.D. Act. There is no service 
condition that the transmission of instrument from one 
branch to another should be made only through sub-staff 
of the bank. Even in collection of instrument from 
outstation branches, instruments are sent by post/courier 
and therefore it would not alter service conditions of 
workmen. Section 10(l)(b) of Banking Regulation Act is 
not attracted since courier is not paid commission nor arty 
person is employed by the Respondent/Bank on 
commissiorL Further the work of courier is onlj «m internal 
arrangemem and it has nothing to do with the clearing 
house operation. Item 8 in IV schedule to I.D. Act deals 
with only custom and usage which haS a bearing t n 
service conditions of workmen. But in this case, the work 
entrusted to workmen will not come under this and 
therefore, there is no violation of Section 9A of the I.D 
Act Merely because the work of collection and deliver 
of instruments was done by sub-staff, it does not meat 
that the said work should be carried out only by such sub¬ 
staff. Delivery of instrument to a courier would not amount 
to engagement of contract labour or outsourcing and 
hence, there is no need to comply with section 9A of I.D. 
Act, Therefore, entrustment of instrument to courier would 
not in any manner cause any prejudice to interest of 
customers and hence for all these reasons, the Respondent 
prays that the claim may be dismissed with costs. 

5. In such circumstances, the points for my 
determination are: 

® “Whether the entrustment of instrument namely 
collection/delivery of clearing instruments to 
outside courier agency by the Respondent/ 
Management is legd and jukified ? 

tii) To what relief the members of Petitioner union 
are entitled T 

Point No. 1: 

6 . The admitted facts in this case is the Reserve 
Bank of India has set up clearing house in all the metro 
cities, where all the banks in concerned city will attend to 
clearing. In all other cities/tovms where there are more 
than five banks functioning, there will be clearing house 
set up either by State Bank of India and in the absence of 
SBI by one of the leading banks and in the clearing house, 
representatives of banks functioning in concerned city/ 
town will meet with cheques drawn on other banks and 
they will exchange the instruments, which is called as 
clearing operation. When there are more than one branch 
ofthe same bank, main branch will attend to clearing and 
the said branch will be responsible to collect cheques of 
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other branches and transmission of the same, which is 
called as service branch and other branches are called 
subordinate branches. The cheque given to each branch 
will be carried over to central clearing office and from there 
to the Reserve Bank clearing house by the staff of 
Respondent/Bank and sub-staff are entployed by the 
n Party/Managemoat aU aloi^ for more than five d^ades 
and for carrying the instrument for clearing, the sub-staff 
are entitled for allowance. In fiiis case, it is alleged by the 
Petitioner that in the year 2002, the Respondent/Bank 
sought to give clearing woik to private courier pertaining 
to Tambaram, Chrompet, Mandur, Nanganallur, 
Thiniveikadu, Savitha Dental College etc. which was 
opposed by the Petitioner union. 

7. As agmnst this, the Respondent cont^ded that 
no doubt, the Respondent/Managemoit has given the 
clearance work to the courier, but even today the 
transmission and retransmissiQn of instrument to and from 
service branch/Central Qeaiing House is done onty by 
staff of the bank and it is onfy the entrustment of the 
instrument firom subordinate branches to service branch 
was given to courier. Further by deploying the sub-staff 
for the work, the extent oftime was so engaged and his 
services were not available to the branch and it was foltby 
the Re^ondent/Bank that if for collection purpose, tl^ 
outstation cheques/instrument could be sent through 
external agency namefy postal department or courier to 
the outstation, there was no reason wl^ such an extonal 
agency should be engaged for transmission and 
retransmission of instruments firom subordinate branches 
to service branch and Vice versa and therefore, they have 
introduced the same in titt year 1995 at New Delhi branch 
and in the year2001 in Tirunelveti town and after that they 
have introduced in 19 out of 21 clearing centres in Tamil 
Nadu. Therefore, the main dispute in this case is whether 
the entrustment of instrument work fix)m subordinate 
branches to service luanch can |pe given to the {uivate 
courier service and whether it is legal and justified ? 

8 . lb sifostantiate the contention of the Petitioner 
union, the General Secretary was examined as WWl and 
12 documents were marked on their side. Ex. W1 isthe 
copy of the letter sent by Petitioner uiuon to Respondent/ 
Management dated 27-7-2002’ Ex. W2 is the obpy of reply 
given by the Res^xmdent/Management. Ex. W3 is the copy 
of dispute raised by the Petitioner union before Regional 
Labour Commissioner (Central). Ex. W4 is the copy of 
conciliation notice issued by Regional Labour 
Commissioner (Central). Ex. W5 is the remarks filedby the 
n Party/Management to notice. Ex. W6 is the copy of 
complaint given by Petitioner uiuon to Regional Labour 
Commissioner (Central) on 1-10-02. Ex. W7 is the copy of 
representation made by the Petitioner union before 
Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central). Ex. W8 is the 
copy of interim order passed in WPMP No.4794/03. 
Ex. W9 is the copy of fEiilure report submitted by Assistant 


Labour Commissioner (Central). Ex. WIO is the copy of 
letter given by Petitioner union to Regional Labour 
Commissioner (Central) confolainini about alteration of 
service conditions. Ex. W11 is the copy of letter sent by 
Petitioner union to Regional L^our Commissioner 
(Central) to take action against the 11 Party/Management. 
Ex. W12 is the copy of ^ Bipuithe Settlement. 

9. As a^inst this, the n Far^/Management filed 16 
documents as Ex. Ml to M16. Ex. Ml is the copy of RBI 
circular dated 22-7-87. Ex. M2 is the copy of agreement 
entered into between Respond^it/Baiik and Peacock 
courier service. Ex. M3 is the copy of extract of 
amendmmts in force fiom 1-7-02 in code of civil procedure 
Act. Ex M4 is the c<^ of minutes of Chennai bankers’ 
clearing house held on 30-12-02. Ex MS is the copy of 
extract of section 10(l)(d) of Bmiking Regulation Act. 
Ex M6 to MIS are copies of letters regarding engagement 
of courier agency. Ex. M16isthecopyofe7dract ofBipartite 
Settlement re^rdmg sub-staff dutiesfoill collector duties. 

10. Learned counsel for the Petitioner contended 
that the action of the n Paxty/Managean^ in introducing 
prh^ courier for cfoarance inthe place of the siib-staff is 
a clear case of altering conditions of seryice to the 
detriment of sub-staff concerned as it will lead to 
derivation of wages and allowances and also ^nployment 
and since no notice was issued before effecting such 
change, it is violative of Section 9 A of the I. D. Act and 
therefor^ it is non-est and moperative and secondly, 
enuustingofcleadng work is contrary to Section 10(ii)(b) 
of the Banking Regulation Act, since no work can be 
assigned to any third party under the said action. Thirdly, 
tte action of ths IT Party/ Management in entrusting clearing 
work to private party other than sub-staff is also contrary 
to the direction of Staiiding Committee for Bankers Clearing 
Ifouse. Fourth^, the action of the II Party/Management in 
seeking to alter the conditions of service by introducing 
courier system after rmsing the dispute without sedring 
permission finm conciliation officer is violative of Section 
33(I)(a) of the I. D. Act Fifthty, the transmission instrument 
for clearing woric is done only through sub-staff for more 
than five decades witlunit any interruption. Hence, such a 
custom, usage of practice caimot be given a go by without 
any notice under section 9A. Sixthly, collection and 
transmission of negotiable instruments could be entrusted 
ontyto an aw^ staff as per Bipartite Settlement and hence 
the terms of Bipartite Settlement cannot be unilaterally 
varied, that too to the detriment of sub-staff, hence, it is 
illegal. Seventhly, when the collection mid delivery transit 
of cheques have been done directly by tl^ bank through 
their own employees such direct laliour system cannot be 
changed by outsourcing without issuing a notice under 
section 9 A. Lastly, entrusting clearing work to a private 
courier is also detrimental to the interest of the bank and 
its customers and therefore, the action of the Respondent/ 
Man^ement is illegal and prtys this Tribunal to order the 
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n Party/Management to carry out the said wodc with the 
sub-stafT as done hitherto. 

11. But, as against this, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that theie was no service condition 
that transmission of instrument frcmi one branch to anodier 
should be made only through sub-staff of the bank. In 
fact, collection of instrument from outstatirm branches 
were sent only by post/courier and therefore, mtrustment 
of instrument to courier for transmission would not alter 
the conditions of service of workmen and therefore, there 
is no violation of Section 9A of the I. D. Act as alleged by 
the Petitioner. Further; it is contended that Section 10(i)(b) 
of the Banking Regulation Act onfy prohibits the banking 
company from employing any person whose remunaation 
or part of his remuneration takes the form of commission 
or ofa share in the profits of the company. In this case, the 
courier is not paid any commission nor any person is 
employed by the Respondent/Bank on commission basis. 
Therefore, it cannot be said that it is against the provisions 
of Banking Regulation Act. Then again, it is contended 
on behalf of the Respondent that the Standing Committee 
for Bankers Clearing House has only given certain 
guidelines in the matter of clearing operations and the 
work of delivery and collection of instrument by courier 
from one branch to another is onfy an irttemal arrangement 
and it has nothing to do with clearing house operation. It 
is further contended on behalf of the Respondent that 
entrustment of collection and delivery of instrument from 
the concerned branches to service branch to a courier, the 
service conditions of sub-staff are not in any way altered. 
Therefore, in the absence of alteration of service conditions 
of sub-staff, section 3? of the I. D. Act would not get 
attracted. Further item No. 8 in IV schedule to I. D. Act 
deals with only custom and usage which has a bearing on 
the service conditions of workmen and when there was no 
violation of service conditions, there was no violation of 
provisions of Section 9A of the I. D. Act. It is also 
contended on behalf of the Respondent that Bipartite 
Settlement does not enumerate duties to be performed by 
sub-staff and in any event, merely because the work of 
collection and delivery of instruments was done by sub¬ 
staff, it does not mean that the said work should be carried 
out only by such sub-staff. Furtlmr, entrustment of 
collection and delivery of instrument to a courier would 
not amount to engagement of contract labour or 
outsourcing and hence, there was no need to comply with 
the section 9 A of I. D. Act. It is his further contention that 
such action would not in any manner cause any prejudice 
to the interest of customers and therefore, the claim of the 
Petitioner is to be dismissed. 

12. In order to substantiate the contention of the 
I Party, learned counsel for the Petitioner relied on the 
ruUngs reported in 197211SCC 383 Thta Ironand Steel Co. 
Ltd. Vs. Workmen and Others. In that case, the Supreme 


Court has to consider with regard to change of weekly 
rest day fi:om Sunday to Wednesday in the case of one 
colliery and to Thursday in the other case without any 
notice under sectitm 9 A of the Act is valid, wherein the 
Siq>reme Court has held that '‘Section 9A lays down 
change in conditions of service in respect of any matter 
specified in fourth schedule shall not have effect unless a 
notice is given to workmen likely to be affected by such 
change. It ^rpears to us that entries dealing with hours of 
woik and rest intervals and leave with wages and holidays 
are wide enough to cover the case of illegal strike and rest 
d^s. Indeed entry No. 8 dealing with with<frawal of 
customary a>ncession or privilege or change in usage is 
also wide enough to take within its fold the change of 
weekly holidays finm Sunday to some other day of week, 
because it seems to us to be a phuisfole mgument to urge 
that fixation of Sundays as weekly rest days is founded 
on usage and/or is treated as a customary privilege and 
any change in such weekly holidays would fall within the 
expression ‘change in usage’ or ‘customary privilege’. 
Learned counsel further relied on the rulings reported in 
1976ISCC63 Mana^mentoflndian Oil Corporation Ltd. 
Vs. Workmen wherein the Supreme Court while 
considering with regard to payment of compensatory 
allowance given by IOC, it has held that “grant of 
compensatory allowance was undoubtedly an implied 
condition of service so as to attract the mandatory 
provisions of Section 9 A” and it is further held that 
“circulars of Central Govt, were not binding on the 
aj^lant Corporation but the Corporation chose to follow 
them in its own wisdom. Further it is also admitted that at 
the time when the concession of conqjensatory allowance 
was granted to en^loyee of corporation, there was nothing 
to show that it was given only by way of an interim measure 
which could be withdrawn at the will of the employer. 
Thirdly, it is also not diluted that before withdrawing the 
concession of compensatory allowance in August, 1960 
the appellant Corporation gave no notice to workers nor 
did not consult them in any way before depriving them of 
concession originally granted by the employer. Section 
9A comes into operation the moment the employer 
proposes to chan’ge any conditions of service applicable 
to any workmen and therefore, it is not valid” and rejected 
the contention of the Corporaticm. Learned counsel further 
relied on the rulings reported in 1969 18 FLR 108 SC, 
wherein the Si^)reme Court while considering with regard 
to key allowance withdrawn by Indian Overseas Bank, it 
ha's held that “Desai Award did not include key allowance 
in the special allowances admissible to cashiers. Since 
none of the allowances mentioned specifically here can 
be said to cover the key allowance the mattet of key 
allowance was at large. It rested with the bank to continue 
or to discontinue it. But since the matter was accepted by 
the bank as a gesture of good will, it must be treated as a 
condition of service of the cashier concerned to whom it 
was admissible. Under section 9 A of the Act read with 
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Rule 34 of Industrial Disputes (Centrd) Rules, a notice of 
change in conditions of service aj^licable to the cashier 
concerned had to be given in Form E appended to riiles.” 
Relying on these decisions, learned counsel for the 
Petitioner argued that for carrying instrument from 
branches to Central Clearing House and from there to 
clearing house at RBI and vice versa, the sub-staff of the 
bank are employed all along for more than five decades 
and this custom was followed as usage of practice, itcannot 
be given a go by without any notice under Section 9A, 
Further, it is a clear case of altering conditions of service 
to the detriment of sub-staff and deprivation of wages, 
allowances and employment and therefore, it is not valid 
inlaw. 

13, But, as against this, learned counsel for the 
Respondent contended that no allowance will be given or 
paid to the sub-staff for such work. Further, the said 
allowance cannot be claimed as a matter of right as 
allowance. The amount was payable only as long as they 
were driving the two whwler on a regular basis to reach 
the place. Wherever such a sub-staff was required for 
delivery of instruments from the branch to the collection 
centre or service branch, he was paid conveyance and 
this was not allowance and sub-staff cannot be claimed as 
a matter of right. Therefore, it cannot be said that 
entrustment of work to private courier will lead tO 
deprivation of wages, allowaiK^es and emptoyment of sub- 
st^. 

14.1 find muchforce in the contention of the learned 
counsel for the Respondent because the sub-staff required 
for delivery of instruntent from the branch to clearii^ 
centres were paid only conveyance expenses and if he 
has got two wheeler allowance was paid only for driving 
two wheeler and not any other purpose as alleged by the 
Petitioner. Under such circumstances, it cannot be said 
that by introducing courier service in transmission, it leads 
to deprivation of wages, allowances and employment of 
sub-staff. Therefore, I find there is no violation of Section 
9A of the I. D. Act. Similarly, though the Petitioner 
contended that this entrustment of transmission of 
instrument was given to sub-staff for a long period as a 
custom and usage, even today with regard to outstation 
cheques, it is admitted that they were sent through RPAD 
or by courier. Under such circumstances, it cannot be said 
that this entrustment of instrument to sub-staff is a custom, 
usage and practice. Further, it is argued on behalf of the 
Respondent that RBI in its circular under Ex. M1 directed 
the banks to review arrangement involved in the 
movement of clearing instruments from branches to 
clearing departments and consider evolving suitable steps 
to speed up the movement of instruments including 
introduction of an effective courier service. After this 
circular and only after the sister concerns are following 
the procedure of courier service, the Respondent/Bank 
has introduced courier system to take the instrument from 


subordinate branches to service branch. It is also 
contended that even today transmission and 
retransmission of instrument to and from the service 
branch/central clearing house to clearing house is done 
only by staff of the bank and it was not entrusted to courier 
service and only the instrument taken from subordinate 
branches to service branch was entrusted to courier 
service. Further, it is contended that if the work was done 
by a sub-staff by deploying a sub-staff for this work, the 
extent df time so engaged, their services were not available 
to the branch and even for the collection purpose with 
regard to outstation cheques, instruments are sent only 
through postal department or courier service. Under such 
cifcumstances, the Resporident/Bank thought it fit why 
such an external agency should not be engaged for 
transmission and retransmission of instrument from 
subordinate branches to service branch and vice versa 
and under such circumstances, it cannot be said that it 
would lead to deprivation of wages and allowances of 
sub-staff. Here again, I find some force in the contention 
of the learned counsel for the Respondent. Merely 
because, transmission of instrument was done by sub¬ 
staff, it cannot be said that it should not be given away. 
Further, for speedy movement of commercial transaction, 
the bank has followed courier service system. Under such 
circumstances, I find there is no harm caused to the 
Petitioner union by this entrustment of instrument work 
to courier service. Further, all the decisions cited by the 
learned counsel for the Petitioner were referred to only 
allowances given by the bank and other corporation to 
their employees. Under such circumstances, by 
introduction of new system or withdrawing that system, it 
will affect the rights of employees. In such circumstances, 
the Suprane Court has held that it is mviolation of Section 
9A. But, in this case, giving instrument to courier with 
regard to collection and delivery of instrument from 
subordinate branches to service branch and under such 
circumstances, I am not inclined to hold that there was 
violation of Section 9A of the Act. Further, though the 
learned counsel for the Petitioner relied on 8th Bipartite 
Settlement with regard to cpmputerisation and 
mechanisation wherein it is mentioned that outsource of 
IT and its related activities in respect of specialised areas 
can be given and it is generally prohibited, wherein house 
capacity is available, outsourcing should not be given to 
aii 5 'body else. Relying on this clause of settlement, learned 
counsel for the Petitioner argued that when the collection 
and delivery of cheques directly by the bank through their 
own employees, such direct level system cannot be 
changed by outsourcing without issuing notice under 
Section 9 A 

15. But, here again I am not inclined to accept the 
contention of the Petitioner because the work of coUeaion 
and delivery of instrument to courier does not amount to 
engagement of contract labour or outsourcing. Further 
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even today, it is admitted that outstation cheques and 
instruments are sent through postal department or by 
courier and under such circumstances, I find it will not 
amount to engagement of contract labour or outsotircing, 

16. Then again, learned counsel for the Petitioner 
contended that due to entmstment of tliis instrument to 
sub-staff there was a fool proof method of entrustment 
and fidelity and secrecy of the bank and customers are 
maintained,, on the other hand, it was given to courier 
service, the fidelity and secrecy of the bank carmot be 
maintained and therefore, there is a detrimental to the 
interest of customers. But, here again, I am not inclined to 
accept the contention of the counsel for the Petitioner 
because, learned counsel for the Respondent has clearly 
Slated that instrument pertaining to subordinate branch 
will be put inside an envelope and pasted envelope will be 
put in a bag which will be duly locked before handing it 
over to the courier and the service branch as well as 
subordinate branch attached to it will have a key for each 
bag so that there is no scope for the bag being tampered 
with during the course of transit from subordinate branches 
to service branch vice versa. Under such circumstances, I 
find there will not be any detrimental to the interest of 
customers as well as the bank. 

17. Again, lean ed counsel for the Petitioner 
contended that collection and transmission of negotiable 
instrument would be entrusted only to aw'ard staff as per 
Bipartite Settlement. But he has not produced/mentioned 
the clause of the Bipartite Settlement to show that 
transmission of negotiable instrument would be entrusted 
only to the sub-staff as per Bipartite Settlement. Even 
though he contended that this practice of entrustment to 
courier service is contrary' to Section 10(ii)(h) of the 
Banking Regulation Ac md also contrary to the direction 
of Standing Committee ior Bankers Clearing House, it w as 
not established before this Tribunal that this practice is 
contrary to the above said Regulation Act as well as 
direction given by the said Standing Committee of Bankers 
Clearing House. Under such circumstances, I find this 
point in favour of the Respondent/Bank. 

Point No. 2: 

The next point to be decided in this case is to what 
relief the concerned employees are entitled 

18. In view of my foregoing findings that entrustment 
of instrument for col- do: delivery from subordinate 
branch to service branch and vice versa by the 
Respondenl/Bank is legal and justified, 1 find the Petitioner 
union is not entitled to any relief as prayed for. 

19. Thus, the reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P. A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 2()lh December. 2005) 

K. l AYARAMAN, Presiding Officer 


Wff^ss Examined: 

For the I Party/Qaimant : WW1 Sri V Krishnammthy’: 

For the Respondent/ : None 

Management 

jciunents Marked: 


For the I Party/Petitioner: 


Ex. No. 

Date 

Description 

W1 

27-074)2 

Xerox copy of tlie letter from I Party 
to II Party 

W2 

06-084)2 

Xerox copy of the reply given by 
Respondent to 1 Party. 

W3 

294)84)2 

Xerox copy of the dispute raised by 1 
Party union before Regional l.abour 
Commissioner (Central). 

W4 

04-094)2 

Xerox copy of the conciliation notice 
issued by Regional Labour 
Cbmmissioner (Central). 

W5 

284)9-02 

Xerox copy of the remarked filed by 
Respondent. 

W6 

01-104)2 

Xerox copy of the complaint given 
by I Party to Regional Labour 
Commissioner (Ontral). 

W7 

29-104)2 

Xerox copy of the submission made 
by I Party before Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (Central). 

W8 

07-02-03 

Xerox copy of the interim order of 
High Court in WPMP 4794/2003 

W9 

25-024)3 

Xerox copy of the failure of 
conciliation report 

WIO 

16-124)2 

Xerox copy of the letter from 1 Party’ 
to Regional Labour Commissioner 
(Central) complaining Alteration of 
service conditions. 

WIl 

274)24)3 

Xerox copy of the letter from I Party 
to Regional Labour Commissioner 
(Central) for Altering conditions of 
service. 

W12 

Ml 

8th Bipartite Settlement booklet. 

For the n Party/Management: 

Ex.Na 

Date 

Description 

Ml 

224)7-87 

Xerox copy of the circular issued by 
RBI. 

M2 

15-074)2 

Xerox copy of the agreement entered 
into between Respondent/Bank and 
Peacock courier service. 
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M3 

01-07-02 

Xerox copy of thje extract of 
amendments in Code of Civil 
Procedure (Amen^ient) Act, 1999. 

M4 

30-12-02 

Xerox cqpy c^tbe nuniues of Chennai 
BarUcers Clearing House. 

M5 

Nil 

Extract crfSection 10(1)(£^ (rfBahkiiig 
Regulation Act 

M6 

18-07-01 

Xerox cop>^ erftite letter frmn Central 
Office permitting Tirunelveli Branch 
to engage courier agency'. 

M7 

19-07-02 

Xerox copy of the letter from Central 
Office permitting Tmipur branch to 
engage courier agency. 

M8 

24-03-03 

Xerox ctqjy of the letter frtan Central 
Office permitting Wgarrany^! branch 
to engage courier ^ency. 

M9 

01-0403 

Xerox copy ofthe letter from Central 
Office permitting HydI/abad 
branches to engage courier agency. 

MIO 

23-04-03 

Xerox copy of the letter from Central 
Office permitting Madurai branch to 
engage courier agency. 

MU 

25-04-03 

Xerox copy (rf the letter from Central 
Office permitting Mumbai D, O. to 
engage courier agency. 

M12 

0605-03 

Xerox copy of the letter frmn Central 
Office permitting Tjrichy branch to 
engage courier agency. 

M13 

0605-03 

X^x copy of the letter from Central 
Office permitting Karur 
Gandhigramam branch to engage 
courier agency. 

M14 

07-05-03 

Xerox copy cf the letter from Central 
Office permitting Chennai city 
branches to engage courier agency. 

M15 

23-0903 

Xerox copy ofthe letter from Central 
Office permitting Coimbatore 
branches to engage courier agmey. 

M16 

hBl 

Xerox cqpiy of the extract of Bipartite 
Settiement Piovisica:^ regarding sub- 
staffibill collector duties. 


’T^ 1 2006 

1 1S7» —W glfaftFW, 1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ «?Rr 17 %«T3pFOT^, 

1[raR«TFT% %Tl4Nm % 4i4 f g ^ 4»»fg| S l(f % 

3T33i^^ fMn; 4ftilPi4> aif^^ 

(iM wn s/2002) ^ iPwOw t, ^ 

28-2-2006 ^3rPfffgTTg|T I 
[UT^-12012/331/97-3(nf.3TR (■«ft~l)] 


New Delhi, the 1 st March, 2006 

S.O. 1157.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 5/2002) 
of the Industrial Tribunal, Bikaner now as shown in the 
Annexuce in the Industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of The Bank of Rajasthan 
Ltd. and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 28-2-2006. 

[No, L-12012/331/97-IR(B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

iRtni!t®rr-s 200 s 

fi - - vv -fv 

Sn^fn ^rTtI^I«h< <11M 

HlCcIfn—fq-iNl w '’ET9>T^ 4)447K, ^ TTWrH 

«n<shi%< a#f^ -m i jfdfnP t 

TT^ ^ ^ (^=^) ^ I 

... -sriq! JitteTAiwT 

f^RTSi 

• 4 %^, ^ TrSTCT^T ft^Tc^ 

I 

* * * 3TgT^/n^l'^^ 

WT3P^t1KnO(l)(^), ^ffidWT, 

1947 I 

(1) # ^*TR ^rPiWr, ^rT«ff ^ % 

f^i 

( 2 ) gtfirsRm, arsngffPt ^ l g TSF 

atf i t fifuN 

20 2005 

aR H>M4, pRI?? 3tfvfwt, 

1947 ” (t^atuV^^n^) ^ tmt 

lO^wiRi (i)%isr1'»5(^) T^. 

12012/331/97-30^. 3TRi (tsft-1) M PTc# 20-8-1998 

% •510 Ft "SRin ^ aRTflT PtR Pm 3TplPpPfT«r FT 
*0 :: 
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‘Whether the action of the management of Bank of 
Rajasthan Ltd., Bikaner is justified in not regularising the 
services of Smt. Raju as a sweeper and not paying her 
atleast l/3rd scale of wages when she is required to sweep 
2500 sq. ft, area since last 15 years and paid only Rs. 60 
from January, 1981 to June 1983 and Rs. 100 from July 1983 
to October, 1987, if not, to what relief to the workman is 
entitled to and from what dates. ’ 

2 . W ?RT w % 

"TT 19-4-2002 % 

14-5-02 ^^m 
"W 3^ ?RI 

31^ f ^ -fr TnfM 

wt) % 

•3T!5r[^ 

SRI r^iti-wti 

TTiqf -m Hgi< =hft 

SRT ^ % ■RTri % "Mr TRI t % TnfMt 

^ ^ t riR % 

IJTT Rlf^ ^ 3r?lRR (TR SRT 

^ “rim ^ R ^ RT 

^5?R=T q ;^ hIo -rr ^ 

RPTJt: % ^ R7 Rmf RRR 

TriR r^ThR? ^4'«6R smf ■riRT3i^ 
% 3RT^ R^ % ^l4 RR t^RRR R^^^TpftRTRJT 

WR RT^ ^ srfRRiTfr f fRR% ^ RRRtTR 15Ri 

WT-WTRtM?TR ^ I ^V I wa i HW gtl 3qfRR?R[ 

^ R^ I Rtrif riR % ^IT^RR Rlf^ Rft'riRT 3TRTrif 

r 4 1981 W? R^riR % Rilri R7 R^ RRR^ RpfRiR 

RI^'71'^ Ifted^cL RR “riRTfrfRMY % 5IT*tRlRT %Rf?T aTR% 
TT RTFRl^ Rtf^ ^ R^ ^ %nRH R5t RTRT ^ R?t 
^R5RR Rfl t, RTf^RT Rtt '^RT ^Rf R^RH R^ 2500 
Rfr^Rfi riR5T^ ’yiRJHsn %^R-'53TR R 3RRRg4 M 

RvT ^IR ^ Rn% % RTTR aTRTRf fRRtRR? SRI 
%w?l IR T3R^ %Rf?r^ r 4 81 'ri 83 W 60 
R 83 87 RRf 100 ^ RlfriR? ^RRn SIRRf RRR^-ri 

RI%Rf frqi^ qps rf R%gl^^Rf^^ RRWT^aRR 

^ RM R RR ^ Rt ^ RtRTRf ftR>RRi RR 
Rjt RTRRI ^ WR »r7^ ^ RH 

f^-RR?TT^^R^ritRrRRf^tf%8yi6V^R13TRTR?riri^ 
Rt:R?frT ^nfiRjwH R)4«hR % 3 trrt rite % smiR rt strrt 
HR?; % Rfn R^ t Wfit "riRr aiRTR^ 

1-4 -81 ^ 1^ R^ 6 W r 5^ 37RfR RTRTR^RI^ 

^ R^ Rfbirin ^ Rjpf 2500 RriR^ rMr ^ ^RR5T^ 
RJT ‘•ISIR fr-i fRRffrtr ^RR RRT ^ r 4 R^t "riRT 


1-4-02 •^RF 3?R%RRRTFRTf R^7ri T:rRRR% 
31^ ^ ^FPRR ^ RM RR:^ ^ ■?R?STT 7^ t 
R^ WR 3TRTrif Pl4l'JjR> SKI Rtff "^511% RRR?! 3Trf*tR^ 
•gRTRH % RTR-RTR IpHRI R^ t 3^fr 

3TR^ RTRI RpfRJld fW-S^ ^ RR% STR Rtf^RT "Wril 
RIRRT "ri 'RT^ %R5RR RWR?) RoPf ^TMT RT rI"^RR iT ijfb'f r) 
3fm R^ t 3^fr Rlf^ % RTriRTRR 9-3-02 RT RRR RRR R?I 
Rf^ "MRlfRRKri R^ RF^ R^ RrI % I yif^RI * * fR 

Tt^K^TPT '^fRi (1^1^ %R^ aTRrrif '^pRi R)^ RRT ^) % 
iRRf'JR ■^' Rihl'V Rt’SFT^ RT Tmi % R?; RT 

1-4-81 'ri fR^Rd e^RK 3tH4) Pl^Rd frffR ^ R^ R?T Ripf 

R Ri4«R 3TRT rrrI ^ an t aik 

8 'Wrf RfjfR % RRri RT ^ RTf^ aiRI# RR 

RRR RPfRT R frfRtWRT RR Wf % 3^ RifSfRT % Rilri R?t R^ 
Rtfk RKfRiK ^ t RRT -^TI^R RPf^ RT RRR RR SJR 
fSR^jtR tiH$fltii 1966 RTt 1% 'RRR-'RRR RT ri^ftfRR ^ % 
RM Ir> ^Ph R>4 c 6K^ ^^R^^ RMt 
RRTRRR"RFITRTaflsilP i^B f^RlS RrfrrfRRR"qR ^mlRRRRRlRt 
f 3^fr 3MRf Pt4l3|R> % RlfSPR RrR% Ritri rIT^ % 

3RRnR R7 Rriw -qf^ TT^ ^ ^ ^ 

STR: RRR RR Ri4RKl riRM % Rtz? ^ % 

arjftR Rlf^RI qfrRIlTrftTRT 12 mIR'^M R1 PiR) RT ■5RTR R 

Mtf^ 4t R?ffr RfMK RM RfK% ^ aritMlfr 11 3TR-4 Rl^ 
R 4 r I PHR R f % RM R^ l 4 Rfi^ % ^’ MR TR % 
1 /3 RFTRPT 46*1 RRTiRRfftR ^6*1 R^ fs*il RTIRT"^R ^RIoiRpR 
% RT^tHR R RR % %RRRH RR RTTR R^ 

■gf^ R -^R Rf fMR 6 W ^IRTr % 

RMTR^sjlSIRnRiT 1/3^RRT^1^ftRCRRHRK%T^R^ 
R^^'riRT^'^ 1-4-83 ■^^RT^RKRRR^RRRTmR^RFO^ 
R?lRT«fRT4tRflRRftl ” 

4. QTSHRf iRRtRRF "SKT RRTR 4 RRKR Rf>T 
RfriRTR RK^ RTtfRRi 3TTR%qf ^ RR^ Trar^ R^ f % 
TI ^ T^ gTRriff •^% RRq RfqR? R Fl RtR R^ % FIRR R# 

t, IrrIRR ^ fRRfftR Rf^ t, -rot % 3MriR Wl 
ariRRRfr SK I fR3f^ ^RKft % Rlf^ R>t R^Rp 

^^Rtf^Rf ^ ' R TS !m Rtf f R^RRtt3TR:Rf RfRRFRftRri^ 
4’R^ 3TT^ t 3^fr RT # ^RT RjI 4'RM W ^RW11 
■?ftRR TT^rir RtMTR^ RR (R#^) RTR ^ R?l^‘^jfRRR 
f^TTRlf % Rft Rl^ t RTfsfRt RR Rf¥¥^ RRPt RiT R^ 
3tfei«hK RTRT R^ <5'H4 FRR R?t RtW 4*R? RpfRT^ 

RH RTTTRJT %RflR ■?KR5R RftritfRRT MTRlfRRKR R[R ^ 
MTRT^ ■RRJt: "ri tfRiRHl ritSTT 49/99 4* aiRP^ R^ 

RIMn Tf 16460 Wl RH ^MB 6-8-98 R?t 
RM IRM il’airi aiR aTR!li‘% RIR "riTR^* 15R#R ITR^ 

RRTBTR 16-4-2001 R^tRMRR'^^ t aiR: SIRR^RiF^ 
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% % STTOR '331%-q^t tT«1T 

q%q?tqqB. 2 •^' ?ff»mqJT ^■q:,-WFIM W^B 

qq^ <^^^+<<1 qJT ^rfqqT^'t 

rm i Mq it 

(q#q) ^qjrqmf^qqrt'^itqMqtTq 
q^t, wqqT3Tg%%^w%%'^'wrq#t, %tq 
wqqr 3if^ 3T«ifq Pi^f^ 3;rf%>i^ smqf t, 
fqfi'i w %<T -^ % qjRq 3nfMt qn 

f^ qqi?n t qqt 3itT qM% iTs; wn 'qiqirfq 

^ 37^^ fe Mlfq<ihl ^ 1%! % qifTO TSiR^ Mt 

3iq; 3Tq‘3^ aT^[% % 1% Iqqiq "331 "qqjqt % I 

qrqt qft 3 t1t Tiqg^T q% fqqrw qn qqqK ^st^r 
^ ^ qqr t fq Tm«TPT %r % % qm q?^ 

% q^t, qrf^r q?t%tqr i -4-8i qi^f^mi^fTR 

f%f^q^q?tq|t, q^'^q^tqt pH^f^d qn 

qqq # %t q^ ■%! % qqr qrf^n ^ qqrrat ^ 
q^ Rmmi 'umi, q? 'Tcnn %f^'5nf%T%iqfq%PiMf^n 
%TqqTq?^'^%qqiq%qTTq'^'5iTqTq%qit 'Sprfqwt'^q^ 
•^,‘5rTf%T‘^%^fTmq^i4H^ yf?iyi<ii? =hpI wq-M^ar^^^ 
Sim qr f%?i ^ ^ t "qqq^ 3?Ft q^ qt q^qq %qT t 
'5nf%T'^‘f^ srqfq'^ ^qipf‘f%i%qF'5'^qiT5T^fqncftqqiP^ 
it %m t # qnft it 45-50 fqq?: qfdf^ arfqq? Tm ^ 
q^ T5T113rq q«qf3rp%R q% fq q^ qjqq f%Tf 

qqr % % qjqf ^jf%q q^ q«q % % 'STHT^ff %■ qft 
?ir0T qft iqq qft q^ f3Tfq^qrq^%qf^q> s^qi^qit 
'3hl<i*'1<i ^iioi 5|.tri fqfq^r^ qq^ qq q^qq^ 

qqfeq qqqqr % "^fT^qrqt qjT q^ t^^iq % f^qq^'qr 
qqT%^^^y ^R'^f’i q^'^qqq^ cti1 
qj?^ 3717^'^ sik qrf%T q^ mR*(« ^'5^f5Tfq%T'^ 

% q)Kq qf q^ t qr q^ % ^rcq apq qil^ 

qq firfH%i q^ qi qqjm t ^ qrq -^f -g^Rr q?T 

3RT^ % qrq 3T?T^T#q qjT qjpf 40-50 fJpR: q^RT "qqq^ 

fe qqq-^-^ %r fjrfq^q "^f 

ci'(i^< ■^ci) qnqr qm^ q^ ^ "^Bqq 1q>qi % sFq 
#Tf % fMq%T it qqT% ^ t qqr^q^t %1% fq%‘ 
3T5rTqf ^FT "qqf ^qr % 3^%^ qR ^ qqqq ^ 

q^T^qrf^rqRcftf f% it sRiqt ■Rqq-'Rqq qr % qr<<qiq 

qqm 150 q. qRf% ^ ^ffRqrq-pf fsq^Rq#^-4 

wRT'^’qqqdsi -^qjqsB^qwT 60 q. 833iTq?j^ 
87 %q^ 100 q. T3Rq;qqx3R 87 ^ 97 %qWT 175 q. 

yPdHi^ f 3i\i: -qfpR 7700 q qn ^fiqrq it 12 - 7-97 
qrt q% f%T Tj^rqq yrq f^ t qqr q^ %ra qq 
■^jqqrq qt yrq qq ^q^ %> qR^ qq q^ qt feqjqr % (=6 
qRqqiqq^qjp^ srnft^ 3^k3n% Hf<«iK% srq 

qq^qif ^ %T ^cfl % qqr 3^^ «w4 qc^TT^-qT^qTqqq'^ 


mq^1 it q^ f qqff^ q^iqq q 3^it qq qr^ 
qJT %qT q^ w % qqr qfqqy Y qnqtq %? 
■Rq T^qq^ fqf% q>%?R qpm % qw? tt^ qqr qr 
qwq-^iqq qr qitinqf qq ciTH ^T^Fqnqftq ^rfqq^ 

% qi qrq qR 1% f qqr mf^Ri qq qfq ■qqq^ qq4 
qft f%Tt it qqiR 6 ^ qq 1 ^ t5t t % aqqR qr 

74 OT. qfqqi^%“t?qTq ^mcim myi q^TT^%, 3'^ 
q^ q^t qfiqqq^ %qqrR oqf^ %qi qq4 qR^ "f 
q^ 3 %j ^%r % q^ t %n% 1979 2000 qqr 

qqq-qqqqr^fsy^iTt qq^q^ ^feqiqi 

%f^q%3?it?lPl=ti srfqqRui '3f'H^<%'Rq^ 

3^ qqq^ qr^qr^ %TTr3RqpT "^qq^ qit ■qr% fqqrq 

TRfqq^ it. it. sq^. '^. 49/99 qqiqr qT'Nro^* 28-11-97 
i\ i 37TqR q^ ^o*i qpq qqY qrt hIo q^t ^ 3ft3 

% %’fqqrt qiqiqi "pf qTf%r'gqmq 1%q % 3fR ^ 
"qrqT^TqY 5-7-2000 "^“^fqqrqq^qq sTqr^qrftqiqrqT 

13Tq; 3R q^ 3Rq %# 3TTqR qT fqqiq qqjY ^ qw^ f, 

qif^qr■qqqqt ^ qq^q qt ■3nqqt'% qr^ q^ qRq % qqr q^T^ 
qjRf ’^q^qRqTqTqqT%,qrTnqtqrTqrt^qq7qRftqfftqqT 
1 8 - 8-99 ^ qq^ftqr iq^ qR 1 ^ qnqr 27 - 3 -2 000 

it qqY ■^' qy^ -fq^ qftqq f^rqqr 

17-2-2001 %qiqqT qr^ ■Rqt s^qjTcitq 

Yf^RT^'qrta tY 4 )«hRqRi%itqqT I8-8-99 

qit ^fqqq qit qif^RT ^rq^Tf qtq^ qti^qq^qR^ 
fqfqq qrfq^Tqrsrf % qm^r cir^ qt q^ iqrqr qqr qi 3iq; q^ 
qqqq q^ qyq qrqr qR^ qit 3Tfqqyft^ q^ %, "gnP^Rr 

q#f 3 %^ 13tq ■^* w qqr 375 % qR^ m 

•jTTfSrqr % i q% it -srif^ qq^ qrt rt^t qrt 
q^ti 

5. Hi qsRiT^’ ^ TR^q ■rt^ % qrq^ m qrt 
qm i qqq qTfSrqT qfq^ ?ftqqt Tr^%t qqr qqW qqR i 
wm Ytt q^ f ^5%? f% 6 q 3 TTTTqf q^ qrt str 
'^3Tiqrr?T ?mf qn ?Rqqq Y?r isq f 1 q?%r m ^ t^qr-i^ 
q^%qT#-^1^qrtqqtt-qqq^q^i%w ^Y^rqrtq^ 
ti 

6 . fq&id q^rqjRt qft q^ q^ qqq^ qqrq^ qy 
3 TqeTtqiq i%fT qqr, t% qq^ qffqq qqq % fq^qrqy % 

qq fqqRqtq qqq q^ % f^“ qqr %r 3#?7 TRRqrq 
%”srqpqtrq ■giq ■srrf%t s)qn) q^t'%T33t 

ftqfqa q^qR^ sftr %%qqjn^ Ri$i^ %q '^jqyiq 
q^ qRqi tiqq^'^q % 3^k qfq q^ qt q^ fqRi ttfcT 
■yrq qR^ qit srfqqy^ % ? 

^fqqRuftq qR^qy RR^ qiqtq^qT 

^qri 

7. wr%^kTqqT^#q^qrt37R-^q^ 
qr^ ■?% ??fqqrT it^ TT^%t ^ tr^ sr^ •^qqq Tf 
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n r| ^ fTjT ^Wc=TRT 11 % 

^ffr TT^iFi %. % -pf ^ T( 

1 - 4-81 ^ wTTcnr ■^Fpfer t ^ 

S ^ T 3T!TT8ff "MTW % TTf^TH 

'RT^, T ■+^=bK' % T?t t, 

■q-F t rTSTT 

% Ti: ^ cT'^iT TT^ ^ ^ fWt ^ 3T1^, 

1^"t Fm t 

0^ ^-Ti? 'sr^ % ■sFpf T t, ^ 

fT?; T^TT^jr^t rpj r/^ ^ T^rf^3_ 10-99 ^ 13-4-2000 
^;m ^ fq ^fr f, 3T^n«ff ^81 

T 83. F 60 T. 83 ^ 87 TT 100 ?. Tlf^^ ^fTcTH 
6 ‘T! ?; Wm 3T'<^>1 ^ 

.isoo •^. wi^ ^ ^ % 

% 3Tq^ TTH t ^» 1 T ^ l^4fT R 

T^THTR'n ^ FTT'K ^ T?r[ f ^ 31^ ^ -^Tt? 

% T RT^ T ^4FTTfen ^tar TH %, 11/97 
?1 7.'2000 TT^ 3T^^4 ^ 740 ?. fel t 

■RRTt fg-qm FR#^ % %=! W ^ 4^ t ^ 

TF^TT Tn^ ^:7F^ t ^ ^ ^ W04 T -JT^ 

TRi? RFi ^Ti rtfR ^qfer ^ t '4«n 

TTR^4^5-1-98, 5 -10-99^ 13-4-2000 

v>T3[5^' 8 rq^ ^ ^ 4rHMH ^ FT^ 

fo ^'-RjK ^ fTT ciTT^ ^ ^ tar f % 15 ^ 

■'FF 3TT1T»F 'm ^ FTT'F Tm fel ^ ^ t, ^ 

'TiW 'FW FT 12 ITf^ ■sqRT ^ -qTqT ^ 3?ftT^ I 

F % -^cTTFr t % Fm^ff 4)^ ^ Ffr 3^iT 
%4c1 TIH^FTT 'CtT^IT 3t^ Ff^ ^ FIF Wt t % 
7%Z "441 IFTT tfeFT ^fR T^ ^4^ 31TF1 4l4>l^l qo'S ^^'^i 

f, -^fraiTt ft' T13^ 4F ^ F^ FTTf F# t, 
^ FlFRt % TF^ ■^' '^IFIciF ■^' ^ "^WF 

'FI isrrf^ F# f 8 TT afrr ^ ^ f^ t, fft 

FR t 1% ^ •^^ITI 'W ■^' RFTF-^FFFT I W 

F<FF ^ f% %FcT Wf^^RTl ^ FFF FITcft TT^ t % 
f FI T? 4 3fR Fprorat FFF FFT^ f, "^fW^ FTTl, 

F[^ TrfTFT % %TTR FFF FR% % ^ F^ 'FI^ 

F;^ ^ ^ WT FT^ t, F?TT F^ t % ^ FFTlfM' F^ 
f^FFT %F'fFFm t ■^'F# FFT TT^ FFW F^?t ^ I 

^ TFF^ FTFf F^ % FiFT 3TR TF^ FFR FF 
3TFF Wl^nFF ■^' FF^ t % F^ F^TRTJ ?TRIT 1^. Fl. 'sfl. 
fFI FF ^mi FRFlft t FFT 1 f 31TT TIFTTFIF f^. RTF^ 

^%FmT 1 mfTFFtFT^FF^«^ ^ f4f|( 1 t, WTIT^ 
FF FF FriTTTFr t TF3lfT TT^TWR TTFF^ FRFRt % 
FF R Fr^(4 20 FFf T TTTT^ F'4'FrO % FF T f 1 %TF FTTFRt 
t FT FFFT ^5^ % %H FFF fF-pf FTF FFTt fq 
•FFTT 3F (FT TT^J^ Ff^ TTFF^ FT FTF F Fjsf 


^ f4^k1 ft FF4 “tF FFW W\ FITcTT TFT 11 34F 
fFFTiF 5000F4F^FftTR4‘ftFFtiFrR4^FFFi4rf^RT 
t FT^ 3T^ 1981 Ft 4 F^ FJ t 

yfqfq4 8 10 'tF Ff ^ ^TTcfr t FF FTTF^ T^’Hf 

Fi4t^k 1 ^FcftrfF^fT^t 3^tTFTf%FFt#FFFFFF^ 
■RT%' FF FT Ft 4 TFT^ F^TfF FT ^ 4t IWfF '^FFFTF F 
fFFfFF ^ FT FTTF F# FT TFT t I TF FFf ^ 

TF^FR t fF qrr.Ft.Ft.^. fTz^ •^rnar «ftT "tF ^ttf 

TIFTSTTF Ft?7te ^lioi "Pf Ft 4 % Rl4 ^TTTF-RFFT TTT^ 4 
fFrrf^ RT^ 4" FTF FTcTT \ S^T ^F5 8 F^ ^F STTFT 
5h44fF1 Ft 4 'EIH'4 FTTF^^ 7TTF 5 F^TTFF'I', F^' 
4t FF^ t fF 4 4 f <5TjF TTFTFH Fl^ '?rn3T 4 f^FflTT 

FF^ FI "4f 4f t,f4F4 fNt RTfwC # 4fw «TTf^ 4f 
f FTgFFF^tfFTT44 5 f4=TZ4'^FfFT-44 F^, FFR# 
t%447 3TfFTIFFFFFTe F^Flt ^FFT^FT^rff^ 
cT^ 4 %, TT^q4f 44 ^t 41 cq'icfl % ■sfiT 4 fFr 4 rfft 
1t?^Ft4 % FRF ^ FFF 4 TF F,- 44 TT^'fl FT5T4 
TTFF^ 3?h: F Ft ^TT% FI-3TTF3 FT Tm % fFF 144 TT^F 
% ■gwr % 4 FFIFTF 4 tI 4 FT4Tif RTF t i 

8. FRt 4 STTTTsff % TTT^ ?ff FR' 

^(ft^ RFRF—dTRTRf 4f Ft ^11731 FT FTcITF t TF 

4f 4 fFRt^ r 4 fFvtfRT Trf^ % r^f4f 

^ftRcff-TT^^ r 4 FRf T%R r 4 PH^fFI' Ft f 4, Fft^ 
TT^RT^R^TIR (FT^Tf) ^ FR ^ r 4^ ^fFTi fRR^ 
%RFTF#t, ?4RT4TT^^4TRRR43Tf^4FTTFTtFPfF4 
TTR FT TTFTR FTTFT SKI RTsfRlRF tF* 6-7-2000 

4ft affRtfRF ^RTFfRFTR FR^T ^ ^RTRim, 4 RT^ 
RT«4Tm RF4 RR-I t, ^TF 3 T ^IFTrlR 4 ^FFHI 4. 49/99 4 
«TFF RF4 qPT-qPT-2, '^4^4 FT RR Rf 4 qR-3, ^TT FFTF 
3Tr4RF 4fRTTTRTfFRTTTRT 4 16460 R. FT ^'lOH 
16-8-98 %RTf^43TT^TT^^^4RTRTfFRT FtTT^^FTTT 
TTTF4 f^^ftR TTRF^ 4> ■^T^TTR RTR FT RR Rf 4 ^-4 fFRF 

7-6-2000 FT t f^ RT TT5I^ % FTFW f FF RRRT 
4 F^ Ft4 FT 34wT RR.RF4 RR-—- t FF 3T%2T<^T ft 

RR TF^fF 7-8-2000 wf ■qR-'6 t. iTT^fe^ZI % % 

aRFT RT RfRFt TT^J^ Ft R^ fRFF ^RTTT.'33 t 4 FT arfRFTT 
RIRTR^tlRTRf R8 ^ r4 34t 4 RTRRtR TTRTFR F^^RTRTm4 
■JTT^ fe RTfRFT RF4-6 irspq^ fRRT ^Ttf FfRTT 4 ft '^TERT 
FTF4FTaT747TRF4-7 4t 47T t ( ,RF RcTcT t fF #Rc4 

■^jfRZ r 4 TTta TTFTRT TFf Ft, FTT4 44f r4F TJFR STFR? r4 

F4fR^i4, TTRTFR4Fi4T. % RTR 4 ^ 4 f fR^JRPT FFT t, 

TRRTRF RF FT R^ F FT nRiRcT n^lFT FT RTF Ft RFT Rl^ FTFT 
11RF RFTF t fRT RTRfRt r 4 3TRTRf TTTFR 4 RfFf^ 37TF 

44 r 4 TF^ RfrfF % FTR RT ^ sftr RF 4f RFTF t % RTf^F R 
sraiRf FT TRFR Rcftr FpIFTT RF^ fRRtRF FT TFT RF, 
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■T7 ch!^ aItT ■^‘ ch)^ 

% "Tfr^ % %^7R '^1/3 ^ 

ar^f^ % arj?^ (T®iT ■'T*^ % ^n»i*ii’i % 

^fFcT qR% 

^ TFTP<nf^ •^m % ar^?^ % arran: ^ "sn 
fr, iTTf^ % 31^ -fir ^ ^ t ^ 

ai ^ t "STt ^45^50 fro Mrcir^4 ^ 
arfe^ W( ^ TFT I rfRT ^ TTOT T# ^ ^ ^ 
"^tt 1-4-1982 ^ Tsn^i»l ^'fclcITtTPI 
artTOW ^ 11 FT TTT^ % ai3^ TTf^rm ^ -qft^ Trerr 
aTFF FT ^ ^ % WT FT^ t a^tr 

3T^'fte#'^^ •sr^t t -qr ^ % WT 

wT^TTffrt afrr ap^T-^ft^-sn Tmr 11 FtT ^ 
Tnfel aTTjijfl % TfT^. arwf^ ^ ^ ^Fft t ^ 
40-50 fTO-^rfM^^arft^^^TFnFSTT^appTt^^ 
^ ^ ^ ^ t, aTF 

#Tf % PypH^'^ ^ TT'ITT^ f afk ^ ^ TTtiTf % W 

arfM^ ^TTTft t ^’IN) ^ Tm-TTFT F 

TTTM, ■qfTFFF^^H^t,'#m^FF^^5F^t2^F^ 

^■^%%TT'^aTRft3?tT 
api^ Trf^ % ^g7?T ^ ^ 11 18-8-99 ^ ^an 

TnT#F fFTcT FTF FT^ TFT^’ FR^ftcH 

27-3-2000 % ITR^ ^FT% % "Rfm 17-8-2001 

^ ^ Tmt arw^rH Ff^Frf fk^ ^srfro tf^^ 

^ -jrH^ %, % ^ ■Pr^PTri ^ f^kifjs\ ^rf^ ^ 

If^FT Ft^ % FTFT arf^^FR fFTPrfirFT'^ 

FT F F^FTt FT F FF FT!^ FT i^l % <TF FN "4^ 

k arf^ ^ 6 ■ST^ F^ TTW ■^’ FT^ FTR F^ af?lFT^ 
FFFTt ^ 740 T. ^PlRTf % ar^TF ^JFTTR 1^ FF t ^ 
Ff?IF % TTFT^ ^ FF FT %F 11 fFTtSTF % FT "TW 
%fFCF^f ?TfiTFT FTT FHt ^ ^FTTFT^ F FT^ FTF 
T^tmFFTTFTFTFtFRl^t afk'^T^FT^ 1981 ^FTF 
'4 T^tFR FT^ ^ arr^T ^ FTTF t fF ^ TTFT? % TfFTF 

40-50 IwaFftt, FTF*^'^'^^TP5J^%^^'^ 
FTTT F ar^F^ ^an t, TTFlf FT% % %% 

'y,<si5 TTT^'^F^ aTTTfl'%fFT%FFT'^fF%Ft^ aii^^l <itlO 
f^ t, TTF t fF ^fF FT ^ 2642 FT^TZ F% ^ 

If TTF^ 4 t, TT^5j^ ^ TTT^ TPT^ % TTFT 

TTf^ F ^JFTTF^ ^ T^tFIT fFFT t i 

9. If^TF F^TFTTT Ft FFT FFFFTI’% arFTTFF 
FT t fF TirfSlFt % f^FF 1-4-1981 anJlMf ^ 
aTFrt Pl^Pw FFT Ft| an^ J^^ci F^iFFT ^ FFT^ 

^xff-ifF % ^ lF^fF ^ ^ F^ ^ 11 WrtfF 

af^n^ff Iff t Iff^ 1981 "^F^nrtFTHFT 

apT^f aftTTPPi^FFTPFpftt'qr^TTra'^TnsT apn^ff % 


'IRI? % ^ FcTTF % If 0^^ ^F ■^' ftFTF %FT 40--50 

TTO awt t ai^ ft ^ ^ ^ ar^sRT ^ t ttf ^ 
fM^arr^^t I f^VFT??5FtTP^^^FF^iTTTTTt 
%FT 1500 Fi te ^ TTFtI F^ t ^ 
TTO^ t ^4 ■jf FTT^ FT 2642 fI 

■pTiH F “RTP 1 tFT^ TT3T % FTFT F^ TFTT % "^STF FT 

TTFT^ f4 ^ 11 ^ fr^rpT Pf F?’FcP WT wfFF t 

If FTfMt ^ aTFTMf fF % TTtn TTF#t- stP FITTF 

Pf F 3TIFT FT TTF^ FT^ F ^FTR‘3T?TFTPfpT ^ FT 

1^ F TF t! FTtMt WtFT tPfF 

aT3TIIT#Tl ynifwid F^^tTTFTFTpflFT^^ -ift FlfMt ^ 
TTFI^ F^ F ^fTTTHFUFCF TF11 ^TTFFTT.-^.Fi.F 
F TFT % -tF fW % TTT«T TTP#TT ^ F TTFi t ^ 
TfFTor FT TflTT,''# ^t TTFr^Ff^ % H m1 M TT^T -’IPIkrl^J P 
3TTp fe iTlP^Fl tot TITT-6 ^ fPtTT cP t TTF!^ F^n? 
apgJtpTF 3Tf«TFT^ m FTFcT^, FT^ ’TTgo FS % 
ar^rnr fPt^ ^ TOf t^-2 % f ttt»t 

TTTf#^ F PpTTFTT ^ aTcT; ^ ar^cfm F^ !7Tt?PTt 
^ FP TFTfP 11cTF TTTf^T^ ^ 8 3T8jtcT FT 

■^F^FT^FTOt^TTF^Pf'^F^IpTTl afT^^ F 

'SR^ iFF FTT ^ TJ^-^ TTF^ 

% WT "TT fFFTT ^ 1^ F TTFcTT FTTfF FPpft W "TF^ 
F^ FTcft t T^ PF?r -pT^ "TFr fM! ^ afTT Pt 
f^TTF^ 11 ^ FcFT Pf FPHt TI^^F aTF«P "FTFIF F 
FTfe Ti^ 3FF#T f4fTF rqt FTp t, I^TTTF fFTFF f^iF 
^FT^^cl'-THM f¥«T% IftT TOFF % apFpT f^ F^-# 

TOp % Ip we nff 11 aFT«fT FF ^ ^ k PT?^ 

FTF^W % ]fP fP t : 

(1) 1998^.aTT^.Tp. 2872—FFFTTFTTFl^aTF 

<RFIH 

■^FF appTTF F FF 

% TTFOT P’ FTFpF FFF TOT ■^PTOTT ^ FTFTO 

W 

(2) 1998 #T.311^,tP. 3305—aFPT^TTO’^PrfWcTF#^ 

^5RR 

arfFTOT^ ■j^^jfefrTTO FT%T F aPF 
% TTFPT P’ FFPf TFTTTTT 3'^ FTTOTF STTT, 

(3) 1998 (n)Tp.T^^.3TTT. 385—ar^^WT^pFTTO 

«Rm 

PTOcT F, ■%. F apF 

P'FTfPf eFcTF FPTTTO TO 
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(4) 1998 (I) 


“HIM 

=bl9TlvH 

(5) 2000 (111) 32- 


3T?ZT 

Muntil ?Ki 

TRi'iifTn fesnr % srm sirnsif -q^ ^ aftr ^ ^ 

?T^ ■*w 3rrf^nt Pi^rlHd 

^ ^ ^ 3m<i ^ ^ t ^Rff% ^ 

■51% ^FRTT^ ^ qm % 3TT«nT ^ ^fRTR ^ 

3iVj<^-IC^1t '=f!4qf-4< sfh; 3TO]*ff PiTtlIRrt 

■qf^ % ■Mt MFf 11 ^ 

mQfvi Pn^iiT 'sfli 

■gnr ■q^l’ wcTT ^ Tfif^rnt Pi^[^ «ft^ ?kt 
13?tT'5nf^^'q^'Q7T-2 ^wqT^’'f^w«r^?Kr'f^ 
Tf^ % arrmr "qr f^n^’^rr stcT; 

PniipHci [niiPnn ^ T(f^ W ^ aifMniiPi'Jit 

i 

10. 3T^: 

^ 'H'^K TF Hi(<n PtiMt '^incTT % ■[% sifqj 

R^R51B %. -m "JItM ?5ffTO ^ -^3^1 

■qit fqRpT?T i+iHT '^1/3 

TJ^ «TT Hr<u|Hn; ■qrfMt ?ffw ^5Tti% 3T5TTsff 
^iH'^'^qRRT%^RT^3i>i'Sf)Td1n 

pji^ ^\i=hidtn ^ % 3TmR ^ ^fTrrpT 

^ q?1 t ^ ^ ^ TRf ^ 

stPtoM ■q# 11 

'3'3R1 •3Tf^Ptu^<H 3Tfi|Pi'H*i RRTl7( 1 ) %^'^iq 


11. 3TT^ 3TT^ r^ni'+ 20-10-05 '^HIcTq ■^’ 


%. T[^. RT^, ■^^TFTWt^ 


■qf 1 TP^, 2006 

W.3ir. 1158.—1947 (1947 
^ 14) ^ RRT 17 ^ qf^Ml 

\cl^ % Pi<h)' 31'4^* 3Tt7 <S’i^' <^4«6T^|' % "^t^, 

3T^R 4 fnR'>i Pcjcii^ 4f ^l€JlPi«4> 

(qi^^4l§qT 1/2004) ^ y^KTPvM wt t, ^ 
28-2-2006 ■^TTIRT ^3^1 21Tt 

[^. '0:^-41012/161/2002-311^. 3TR. (^-I)] 
3T3P7 JiMK, 3lf%T^iRt 


New Delhi, the 1st March, 200b 

S.O. 1158.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 1/2004) 
of the Industrial Tribunal, Bikaner now as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of North West Railway and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 28-2-2006. 


[No.L4l012/161/02-IR(B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

3?5?W 

3tieAPl«*) 
aiteJTtt; 

?fi %. "q:^. rt^, 31R. ti:^. ■%, TTH. 

*51. "5. %^3lhit. 1^. 1 ^ 2004 

j|1qTdri< ^ 5ft 'SRPimR ^nfft #t Phciir) ^ ft, is, 
Pqdiftl ft^, Rijdii'i, 4vr4'H cfiftT^Kl, 

"Q;^. TJlrfOf ^3Tflft 3Tfi4f(T TftftftffiT 

....■snftf "q^ 

fteS[ 

1. ■qfv-cift) -ftNfqftr i 

2. 3iterft, -qfHftt 'ftt^iftr i 

3. Slfft^RlT C^^) qPv^ftlld^, TlT^d^, 


—3RiT«ftmJr— 

io( 1 )(^), 3ft€iini«*f^gR 

3lWm, 1947 

; 

1 .5ftqftftT^fRRftftt, ?ifft^,3ftftfftfi4,3jmf'q5i'%'f^i 

2. 5ft y_^. "qt. "^it^ft, arfi^q^^TT, "q^i 

■[^711^131^^^, 2005 

?F1 RK<T ^ 3ft?itfW 

aqf^rlftmi, 1947 (f^tft 3TTft ■q'ci=ri’<, ftiqtn 3Tfi|FiH*i ) 

^ «TK110 riKl (1) -^TsP^ (■^) •% 3Ttft^^ 3ftiR^ 
13:^-41012/161/2002 3TK. (-fti-l) 1^qf^ 
21-10-2003%^ 

%t ^feq4 17 44<4<, 2003 ^Rl 
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^ 25, 2006/^4, 1928 


^ «IT, '^Kfl 4H<4hli SKI P^HIi4^K 

■q% TTfTTj ^ t 

“Whether the action of the management of Northern 
Railway, Bikaner is not granting the date of 
appointment as 1-1-80 and also not giving the 
benefits, accordingly w.e.f said date Shri Gopal 
Chander is justified ? If not, what relief the applicant 
is entitled and from which date ?” 

2. Hi'<i ^ Ohi 

'5fTs?f ^Pich «iqi«i 3f>ii«iT*|w| ‘giXI 

% I 

3. ^ f % 

y!*4T ^ 

3n®ff (i^r^ 3Tr^'^^xT^FX%^f^i3T*tf 

■w %) 3niT«ffTTTTr % artih VRcftti ^ % Pi4lv»n 
9“4-78 %^'3TcT ‘=t54=hK % "4 % 

•3T#T XTI^cT^X % 3TT «IT atftx apHl 

foPT 4®ii tiiT ai'311*1 "'jyf Cl* 1*1 
3T^ ^«tT ^3Xr^ ^ >i4cl<MI XRTt^ '311 ^.tR "3^ 
WWTW ^ 1-1-80 ^ xfi xfi X%^ tiJT XHM ^ 
^ticcl 1 96 X. ^ 0*1 ''R fxsR Rr)e< <acii4l cil«»>l % 

^ ^ X«TTlncT ^ Pi^MpHcl wfXtt ^ 

PcI'HmN X3)t^ ■Q^^P5<+ci ^ 4 XiW titfttr^ ^ 

1-1-80 ^ PimPio 4q*[ *^<a<ii ^^IRT 

tiJT ■’WT «JT; "STTeff 3Xr% aTOi«if 

1-1-80 ^ fwt <3C1 i 41 ci)«hi %''T^''TX'3 
17-5-80 ^ 7T*i? 6-2“88 ^ P^e< <3cii41 

% ^ %3T Tpu ■3Kf% 1 -1-80 %'sxnxft % •^ 

^iT “hi.ill '^cii 3TT X^% 

6-2-88 ^ Pi^f^cr"^ RiPt ♦in^Tx. Pnec <acii41 ^ 

750-940 xr?lftiT WP 17-5-80 ^ 196-232 frsR 

''*ii'T)< 1-1 “86 ^ 750-940 tiJT cii'4'3|tx XPTOT 
Trr*Ti ^ qtR H PWM W tit tw 

^ ^XXcT frffrra? %l % at^XTR 

Pl4)'i1=hO>J| 5RT 4«ttP^^<a "3X1% ^ 

^'=h'i ^ TTT^if 314^ 'iiql 4*511 cii'*T% *=iP^n 

xrT«fi 4>4'4iR'4l* ^ nxiT t 3fk '3X1^ ^ 4t 
■SrfXf^cT '3TOX ■'T^ '^TT X^ % f^RT 

^GTtiJT^^-qx^tTsff SKI xiwt** arvqr^snrqf^TR^ 
%% f^ ^ «t)i4«ii6l ^nrwfrrjr sjxr ^ ■sxr^t ^snf^ 

tiPT ^ “RrRTTXW 'i^T f^PTT Ohi, hR'J||*i^<F'M 

^Ri'o «h4«hK 3r3? ■^cHtiPT tiJT XTTM H^n.^ ’PTT % I 
^n«ff -smt ■Q^'^ %^5pf % 3T5x^ fsHi'+j 1 - 1 - 8 O ^ 
fwt <§Krll41 % tiJT ^5pf 4MlRifl % «hKU| "3^ % 

^ •qftxrm ^chhm 750-940 cT«tr xrpt-xrpt -qx xTxflfrm 


^n't*l}'l 41 qcfMn 4 2650-4000 IIT®ff 'JirXT ohcai Pi4lv:i=h*i'J| 

®hPl*<d ‘!t>4=MC ^4STt tlCIK’^h ■%3^41 *1 OC1l41 "% Hq "^X 

'^n4xtr SIT XTSIT1979 4* XU^cl^X 4* wsttRitt ^ ^ ^ 
'=hPi’« <+»4*=r)K ^ ■STSITSif ‘SIXT "3^ % '^^tRTcT ^a^*m tTSU 

12 ^*+1 4«II*lfti'RSRT Rl^Rw Ph<dxi)s ^4)'^% 

■q^ qx qT^NRi ^ ^ 3050-4590 qq qqr i^'^xft 

jh« 6 k ^r^<=h, ■^TXRTXIti, ^'JiHd ^^*1 cm<i*i, 

^(rst qfi 85-86 "4 Pi4lRni 4j '3 °rt ^tRqR qrr 

XTiq 4qi»i 1^41 'STT "^qn % "^XT y4>K XPTPT ^TRqR % 
yfn*jci TTTsrf q?f "^XT^ ^14 *« qpfqjR ^ ^tRqR tiJT xrnr 

■^qjX < 3 ti 4 > XTiq 4 q'Hi‘=i 41 Ri srqqi^ ^xt^tT ^xt^r 

qqH,xnq'4qf^xxn%, qrsff MtsrpftPH^Rw 1Mq^i2q4 

qXqsR ^qplcl 2650-4000%XSTRqX 3050- 

4590 qq xfm 1-1-92 ^ qro qjx4 qq aiftiwi %i 3i?r 4f 

1 -1-80 ^ f4>2x X3xnx4 % q^ qq ^cPTKH 12 q4 frqr 

^ qx 3050-4590 qq ^crqqrq ■qqq^^ xiMt 3 pt% ^ 
eft4'm4 xH^rt XKTTX aqf^ % xtinq [qdi4 q4 qrsfqr 

«4) m41 % "4 Ri^Pki fciR? 1-1 -80 50W <^<.4^4 

qrsfqrqj^qqtti 

4 .3iyisnJiui-f4'Ml'3i4^q?j^qx^^TqRxa44fqqRqT 
qq qfhtiKt q3x4 ^ q^ arf^ %qT qqr 11% qrsff ^ 9-4 - 78 
q4 xitq4 q4x4q xn^cT^x ?;ixt %^3TeT ^qx % ^ 4i Pf^ 
j^qqr su, w qrsff sixr 9-4-78 ^ 6 - 5-78 qqr 28 'feq, 
7-5-78 "45-7-78 qqr60 %, 9-8-78 ^2-9-78 XTqr25 'feq, 
10-1 -80 ^ 12-8-80 qqr 215 ■f^4r53icT^qx%^ 4 ^ 

%qTqqT8iT, 10 - 1 - 80 ^ 412 - 8-80 cTqrq4qq43Tqfq4P45t4 

qt^S;iXTf447F'5f^ qRTXi. 7850 %3T5XTKqTslfS[IX1120!^ 

q4wiimx4qT'^qjx4%q?qTci;i7-5-80^^x4. qi. x4. 
x^xrqjTXTTqq^f^qqr^ftxq^ 17-5-80 ^x4. qt. x4. 
X%XT 4* %^3TeT ^ % "xq 4 qJT4x3 SIT q % f^qfqn -1 -80 
4 ®)^ci: "^.d (4 'mi*i 4 3-9“78 49-1-80 n't) cm4<.o ^ 7^7 

SIT, 3xq xr41 qwif q?r <Hx4)q) i < qvi4 1987-88 4 «4=hi4t 
q^JSXT qx 3xq %^3TXT 4qx % xnn xq4fqq % qpcixqxq q4 
x4q4 X3xnx4 % q^ qx qtfqq qT4 qx sftx qrsif sixi 
xqNqx •3 tt 4 qx ^ fqqfqq ^^4 44j q^ 4P3X x3xitx 4 % 
q^ qx 4 th 196 - 232 / 750-940 4 fqqfqq f4^Rw qq 
5 - 2-88 %STXT4i'qqt%, an: qxTq^fqqfqqfq^f^ixTfq 
6-2-88'^'t'qfqTi-i-i980 I•srqrqfrnxqiT^qqR^lqj'qTxcflq 
^xsTTqqr4^31X1 qiq-i i989%4xr4.320 %3i^xTTxq4qxT 
^«ld ’1l*1-'f^<'^’3TXT 4*=1I 4>*3llt4K HC ^ >^4) ^altX ’1l*1-'r)K'^3TXT 

4qT qjT 3x4 % ‘ * q? 4qi4 4t fqqfqq fqjfqq fxfq arsiqi fqqfqq 

msIhRi %qTqq4qql^*’ ^fi^qrsff q4 x^IPhm 1987 4q4 

qs4 s4 a4xx5Flfqq % qv^rri^^ 4fe xj;4 4 q4qqT qq 
fqqfxw ^id 4 HiKi 4Re qtqt^rq % ax^xTK Rt»^i "anxT 4 aftx 
4qxT 4 qrsff 4 fq^xfl 4t qfriqr ^ qrsft 4 ^4 


740GI/0e—24 
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IJlMf «TI 3T?T; ^ 1 -1-80 ^ 

■5fr^ ^ ^ t, ^ "^TtTR ^ ^ 

f^MFT ■^f ^■pfld ^ t, ^ ^TTfcT ^ 

^ 'Mfer ^ % 

f^'*TFT crfTchl fT)^ Tg^TRft % 
14-3-80^^ ?ft, ■3^rT: qR^dl 

^ ^ ^T t, ^ ^ "qi 

^Hcd^H%^%3TniTR'TTf^^f^^'4’fq^ 
ocil^l %'♦li.'ll «<dnlcl ^ 'tI fcb<Hi'n^ 
tf%1996'^^' m-4dl STM 10-1-96 

^Ti^'?T^%apTf^TT?n 

^ 9r^ ^ 1 0 - 2-96 % twr 

<+4^R4lf -ST^T •'T^ t ^ <drwd! 

% 3T3?1R TO TT dW'cT^ ^ 

21-12-93 ^ Mc;^Hd W «n, THsff 

Offset M^, R»e^d c?l‘+^ 

ftfelrfFl^fe % 3TT«rR ■qr #!f ^ 3T^-3WT 

<-^(\m WTi<fPTr%qr 

^sTPTT^ aq^ertq ■stm 
of ^arfwRt ^11 ^nfd'fed ^TTf 
1% -^f -q^jw t 

q wr •sn«fTm frr^ fW ^ t, qr^-ff 

^ q#T 24 "sqrfhT ^ '511=^ 

%, qisif w*T yqH '3Tsn^4fq^ % 37 ^?tr 

•41 4i4>dl0f%^ 

■^f Piyfqq ■’IT"jT «t>4‘^lR41 qT^T 

Ml'^ Ml^ WdT 'Jf^ d<^ 

% f^ Iq^ftfTcT ^ 

■qr#?rq ^ qrsqt-qR ^ ■^^^•^3111 

^ %?Tt TF4 % qrq msff % •sqrf^ror 

qpT ^ Tf qff s# 

^TFq t ^ '^Piq'i % 

3Tf^fqT TTfriP^f^ % qdH ■ff TT?^ %qT t 'sn^ft ^ 

^Pi qd qr -^r^ q# twt t ■’jfqqq % yfMqfq 

^Tnwrq 

q 1 ^ ^fdqq qr^i -qq 1%^ to% «?teK1 3 ^: 
qq q#T^ ^ i7T#fi ■qjl “q^ t i 

5 . q'wff ?nTr '3M-3Tq% q^ ^54q -pf '^rsfq % 
#qq wi qmf 3TqqT'?R2m‘^ 

%qTt fqqflq fqqtqrqrq^^^'^^^rt^^ 
^qq, %q fqft?.qF: Trqq^qqqm ■gqq qqqf^ arm^ 
% wrqqq % fqrq q^ f , q?3 ^ qrp qr# ^ 


•SR^-q^^f^^-q^t 3?tTiT^«Tq 
ti 

6/ %R ^ ■sf^ ^ -qqt Wf# ^ 

■3i«^dl=6d qqr, ■g^qf^ eif^ w Ti^iq % fq??rrqi % 
^rpr ^ ^ q -q^ ^ t % 

■q^q^fq'SnT "qr^ff ^jffH'ti 'i^MJcri'^'q'^ 1-1-80 

*1^7 ■qrqqr aflr ctpi q^ «t><di af^q % afir 
q^ qt qT«ff ^rfqqr qqr wq qi^T qq 

q^ f7(«5 °f><4 qq 'TR qr^ q^ q^ qi, 
■Rqq'^'RRfq^'^tTTq'JRgq aiq^ ifiqqqq’cf qrqf ?inHcfriT)qiHq*=ji\ 
qq af^q^ q^q qDfd q«qt ^ ^d<(qoT qR^ ‘^qqcqqr f" 1% 

q^ Piql'Jid'^ aTqTqfqq%aqqlq 9-4-78 

%^am ^ •4f«7lqq%<H«^ %aq«ftq #qjt qq^qf^ q 

fq^qq'iaq a^aiqqt fq-^i^ qinmr^ -sqqqTq 

% qii4<d q>4'^K fqqhqTq 120 f^qqrqfl'^qf fqqfq ^q 

qR% qq arqiqf Iq^siq? ^ qft, qt. qf[. f%qT 196-232 

qq qnq f^qr qqqq fq>HT ^cii4! "^^^7 % qq q{ qq?«qf^ 
i^, qq% ^ arqqt ^ qq ar^ rrqq qqq 

ai^ qR^ qr arqrqf ^ q51 q^ qi^qRi ^ 

4 Rq^ ^ qi: fqqfqq rM 1^ qqT af^ q^ ^ 4 
fq^^ % amiR RC 1 t 1-80 ^ an^ q^ q^ fqqfqq qRtqqr 

qjfqq^ ^q^qJl%Tq 1 96-232750-940 q^ qqi 

fq^f^fqfq^ 12 q4 qil^ aiqftr Tpf q^ 1 - 1-92 ^ 
■fqqRTTRR ^ ^fiHHM q^ rirt qR^ fR ^cTq 3050 - 
4590 q^ qrq qR^ qq ■^t^R 1 1 aiqiPTf fqql^ 

17-5-80 ^ %=Rnq 1 96-232 qqi 1 - 1 -86 750-940 q?q?qT?l 

6 - 2-88 ^qroq 2650-4000 qq f^'qqrt qra%q^ 
arqqt Iq^f^ 1Mq ^ 120 ft^qR qjl "Wq qRR q7 q? 

RIRf qR^ qq aifqqq^ qqT 'STt cTTR “7^ R "^RR 75^4 
qjfq^ q^i^R RqR "jq h<i<^isii, qiqqi', ajaiHci g.^'i 
<NKiH q IqiRq ^ ^ qqrqi t ^ an^ 41 arqrql % iqqtqq 
4 117 arfqqr 3050-4590 RIRT qR 

f '^qr^ q^ sq^qg qRfqiRl' qfi:^ qp^ qq^^^Iel 
qqfqqTT^ 11 RRif % anql Pi^fqd % RRq^ 4 arqrqt ^ 
■qTRlfqqtqqqqqR^l'5’^, 1 ■^qR^IRRqqq^q^'s^ 2 

M^HRi ^cHRR 2550-3200 ^ 2650-4000 qq Wqq4 2000 
l^qT'qHT qcTTqr ^ aftrq^ q^qq fq^n ^ f^q^ qqq qft^irR 
1-1-92 qiRTqR^qq arfqqRd t RT^l =h4q)l0 q^ 

■qqfqq ^ci'iRm 3050-4590 q4 1999 qrqr qR^ qq arfqqqd 
t ^ RRq RC ai^ q^l RR% ^ aqfstqr laq t 
yRiqq< q^ ^ Rf^ tt% rc 12 qfdvm qiP^q rt 
^ "sqm 41 RiRT qR^ qq arfqqqrl 1 1 anqqF 41 wrq^qq 
f^t %^3^i^'3qfRqfq qqR^ arf4^ aiqi^fR^ % 
=t>®^ q 3?fqqq7 4 % qll del4) qT«4qqq qr 41 rr^ct q^ 

fqiqi Rqr %, aqqrql ’SRT aR4> e?l^ qqq aiqfq qq (qq<u| aiqql 

oiqiq^ % q«4f 4 qt 44 % qqrv 9-4 - 78 410-1-80 % 




[MPTH—-^3(11)] 


mr:?t m : 'hH 25 , 2006 /^ 4,1928 
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^ t 3!!^ 3FT 

<^j|4 'it 

^ 11 ''RNn*r 3n«tf ^ t % 

3aK?fT^*T-1 1 'it 

3rf%<T t, ■^‘ 9-4-78 T5I <b^4l 'l<rld t % 

^ f^=W 3-9-78 9-1-80 ^ 3Tqf%r-£f ^ 

t^'^, 3-9-78 ^ 9-1-80 W1 

-^-1 1 
ift. ait. 

■?TKhs[ % 3?tl <s^«h1 "Jlftl "^IW ^ 

^5^ T]^ t % 10-1-80 ^ 12-8-802151^# W1 
■^, ^■?5Ftf%T'55iWRf ■^' M 1987 Mt'N^' 

Mi-ciqi '=1^ «1T, a[?tpft 'ITT H'i1<y: '^f^''1 * ‘311^ 

% ^(^*1 331^ Mt, 1994 tiMim ^aiT *1TU’‘ftl cii'=hi 

«iT, 3T53ircnFrf#T-^^ 

^ ^ ^ 1979 ^ «1T # ■^rar^ 1^171'V 

«1T, «srt^ 

^MH, hI?hRh 6 (^lci'i«) ^ ai^ % "Jim ■qi^ t ^ 

^'l^t^'wtl 

^iT^ft^ # ^ 1^ •^'iR 

3Ttiit^ % wm % %% "T^ f, ^rreit^*1R 
% wi % ^?iTH iR5?r 31^7% ^itfan^r ^ % W ^ 
^ 'JiTsff 'frir^T^^ ^ %^aii^ 

3I^T^*1-1 % m •sraFTT t W^ •n ^ HH^ ^ Ph^Rw 

aitiH 9-4-78 ^ ^'5131^ 

^ Tpft qt a^t^ ^5?T% Wl 9-4-78 ^ 6-5-78 W 
28 %, 7-5-78% 5-7-78 W601^, 9-8-78 ^ 2-9-78 W 
25%1^, 10-1-80^ 12-8-80irar215%^taW 
«iT, ^^■qit^'STfinj^T^ii-i (1^) t WT^ 

3n«ff ^atr^f^RTH'l, ■5lT«ff^f^JTO3-9-78 ^9-1-80 W 
qf^a7qfq-^*qrMt'lt\?1^t^niTn'^'OT^ 10-1-80 ^ 
12-8-90 3iqfv%^iTPT\5T^'®it^%'Pr??i'gfirir 

am ^iigqr 7850 % ai^ingff m 1201^ ^ ^ 

^ 17-5-80 ^-3^lit. ■^.#. 

y^H n+i*<l"W«1T, Tnaff 17-5-80^#. it.#. 

% '<?'H i' <M4<,n *1T 1 -1 -80 # «(t4 ^ 

Ifm # 7850 31^ "^-2 t ^RT# TlflT 3R^ 
T^*1-2(1^) t, ftivi *H # 3147 31^-^-3 
3r^ T^-3 % #. #. #. 5lfi^ 

^ 120 ^R# TUTT ^ ^ #1^ I^T'll^ if 

3Tq^ iF«n^ #1 # 31RI w'l 

3rr<T cpT aifq^nrt *nfT it ^trtt ■^hci %> fVi4 

3rf5j^ ^ ^ if it#?R 3Tr?i ^ 

“fx ^HTT, 1987-88 if H®6I .'IT i) TTW 

3^7# 'itT?Ftf%#’FTt «ft, ^T1%MR'J|IHW7^M3lTif### 


% 'K iR PHtinw ^ ife %Te i 

itfiir i%i 'sni ir w^ # it^iit i ## fwr i 

fisZT 13cn# % 'TC ^IT i?PT ^'isT^ 750-980 i% 

-m ti'nn %'t? 1 - 9-87 3rcr?t 1 ^ 1-4 

5 - 2-88 31^ TR-5 ^ # ^.. iftz 311^ TnT-6 

tf^fl^'^3rinqi3T^TR-4TT, 5T^TT6T^t ct81T3n;iTR-5 
iR T^ i # ^ # i # it wit iTC 311# % ^TirreR f,% 

„^___ ft *^ * ^ ft ftift* ft fft 

3RT1R i ^>^31^ ^ 1E5 RtT^ ^'iKWFTTpq^ 

feitftfl 4Rz i^i ^ % 'iT5tR3Ti# #t ##% 

'T^'TC 31gRT •R t^Rw i#16-2-88 % ^ 1 -1 -80 I i'IRtf# 

\^T»1T^RT#^3M'1FT-11969%%# 320%3RT1R##cn 
%^^#T-'T%%zTii^%aimK'Ritcftt, ^-%Ri%zn 
^ 3Ti i #qi # f%f% f%q aiqqr f%lfifT 

m^hRi %'^ %t%tit, i 3iT#i'^iFR f%it 'i 8%^ 

%t3iT#i'5i lil’Hci HiTR+i^i o^i,'q^f%3iT#rH^fHtr Pi^Rw 
irfi 6-2-88 taitr 5# f%f^'i it- stt## 750-940 %t%R 

*^ocni % dl'l % i, 34t# §ITl tWlPi'i ^ ^*101 % aiTOR'R 

^4 %# % iRrillT ^'^'IR 3m ^ 6-2-88 %t 31^ 

f%n "W 81T, 3n# f%TT^ 3-9-78 i 9-1-80 tiiin i 

ew4wit^ 81Tai7T: ^ 1-1-80 i%t^c1T'T3nRT^Ri 

^ aifv^ ■'lit it TRf^ t, ii'in i' tM %H a^^ 

Rj9^lR# % 3im'TC 1-10-99 iT^. ■#. #. T%tR %t%t 
# ^R% 3PJ^ iqRTt ^F>i^ ^ 12 % # f%lf% i*|T 
^ %'iT5iR'3i ■#. it, ^ Tim fii ■ani ^ 3nw^ 

i%?Tr -w «n aiRT: ^4 4# % -r; f%ificT iRf%T irf4 
6-2-88 TTT# 20-12-2000 Sm f%% 5-2-2000 i 

■TRRT^. ■#. it. ^ 3T«%3r^TR-7 ^^'i 
■3i 22-2-05 %^ f%n Wt %t 3R# TnT~8 ^ "^Ht 31% 
31% ■Ri-ST^'i, '«iF’f%^ii'iR i T^, ■#. it. T%tR 1 -10-99 i 

%t 'I# 4t (TOT «®w 4 taHl %t, 'jnci# 3T'TW i 1%i 
^ %t^ Tn^^iFT ^it iti %^i<.“i 3n4t %t 1 - 1-92 i 3=w 
w»i%<iiTOi'i^it‘*Tif «ititittr, TiaiKiH, 

%%ti ®HRt(i/<?i4^i’0 \ci <JTi<. HRf*iH ^,(^4 41<=h!^<, 

i ^RRfoT %t t, ■ 5 ? a i HHR T q %t Pi*tRT(T fi^P^ 
a>R#%T ^an%/afT’5fT% %ti % aiRrfiT #%t Rihr i' #%t 
i%«i<is F n #%'i^'qT 4nH »in 196-232 i 'i4-3-80#%tRit 
4t 1%%t %% % 3 t'rM # Tj# ■miTO 3TTOf4if i 

arm iti % %t T%tf%T % •qr^ %t-%t 4t 

itw^ %t#%(TT %tipqT -Rl. #./^TT. it. -^^ % 3RTi(T 
3n4 3T«Tf4ifi^^%t$aitf#^it'qit'ii sTFtR^ it 
WT w t f% aRsm^ ^ tPR T3^ %t % 
aiTOR'qTii%sFr8-9-99%t#iit %'iTni‘fi^ laKHiii 
% "qr; "qr 6i* iwi "w «it aTq1% 311# % i988 i #%t ■Rtoft i 
#%t <3(nitit % "qTj "qr #7 h "qr ®m4<o *it, #%t ii'iTn 
TTiRt it's# "qr %t airo 4hi^iR4t‘ %tit«t 1995 i 

i%pT 1961 1 # % 'R'3Ti%t '^ ^fh i Rfe^H i qiz q^ 

26-9-95 31% TR-9 TR^31% TR-9T^ % "SRI 6i> IWI "W ?3T 
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1996 ■RRTcfT 17F<T % 'em cW 

RPSkrlN^ ^ 

^ ^ 19-1-96 ^ 

TRT 8ITf^ f^MFT 

^4^iR'q1f‘^■':(<]'4cri-^3TciM'i^'5n ^r^'O^'siT’^ 
^4^R) 6^ ^riH 

^ RRw^H' % ■^‘ 17 f<t 

fwT % f^MFT •^‘ -ftf^rrqf % 

'31WT W?T 

°r>4'c(ir<.Mli' ■Rt^T*TT5^TR h41'HR5*<i ^ 

'srrMf •a'«4> 

3T?T^ *^140 *141 [^^1 '1*11 % *^14*11 *41 (Hfc' I 

Tf^ THT-IO ^ ^ ipr-IO^ 11 

^ ’ ’, ' *-3^ TTf^•■a^ ’' t 

3fR Tn4f %ITcT^ ^ %54t-^jf^ % TTT?2R3^ 

=t4lH y^n fW>*ii ■TRT % 1 Pi4l'Ji«^ % "5^ 'iqi? % % 

<^llT’1 slclt*ll % "fe 3TT^ *11<^ 'I^T % Ml*ff ^ 

■4'f<'li=6 9-4-78 t!l'll*il "'PIT 81T’*TT'^T^, 

Wl<j>n 3T^f%iTPTn<T "^Itft"^ 4m4 

^57^ -aik ^ ^PTF<T 

■^, Tn^rf ^3iic6f4Hc»i ■f^PIT'WcT^-cT^ 

^ 3TT^ •fif 1^ t, 'SnMf ^ ^ 

P=bi|| 

'^1^*11 MCld % 371*7? % 1-1-80 ^ 120 1^*1 ^ arpT^ WTT7TR 

180i^'^3Tf^Wn7TR^'=T^taT,^ 
2'4%T^l2-8-80 7T^215l^'4)IH 4^141 
f^TCTT%, ar^t 371*7? q^HM 2650-4000 % ^dd^id '^* «ni*kn 
t, "=77^ ^ ■^. 37T«7? # 

Pt^*W ^ "W «7T W?^ "*7%^ 'TT^4i 37T*7? *|Rm %, 
a7^*4c^ ^'4'd 

3?T*7?^^%#. 4?,#. 17-5-86 

^cTTHH "377? 3T«7^ ?^ 'aimT% 

% ^ ■4’ 12 ^MITTR ^ a^rafFT^ 9fte ^ 

Tii^ T?? ayR^ifo Tltz ^nl %, ’JiarT? 157I?*7? '^unl %, ati 
^ ^% 37T*7R ’TO-armr t, ^ ^8TT3^T7Sr^ ^ 
areffir ?rR I7T?7 ^t, ^7^ ^ 

11 "^TF ^ t % ^rofMcT 1978 1980 % •^^TRT^ 

% ^ f ^*7?% ^ 31^ 7^^ ^ 

t TtTi -SR TT^ f, ^ -m ^ 

”'■4' % ^ 11 

^'v «T3rr«7? ^ a^ti: 37 ^ 375*7 

SfWrim ^i«7TT, ^P47^ 3T«f?^ % *4? % 

W’’-? W4f *57 -TTO'^F ^ 377^ 37^7% TTm? ^TT 

% m t 37T«7? 9-4-78 ^ %^a7^ 1^ 


^%ft7*77T'^Wn*7n'*7t^'TTO^, 37^H<H e^^HM^fifSOSO- 

4590 % -fif ?RTO ^ f FTO 371*7?’^TfTO’T • 5 ^?^ 

-^f ^acTRT?t ?aRm 2650-400011 ^TTTR 

f^’TFT «hl4<n *1^7 % 3??T TOfTO^ 4f 

TTl^ -4^ % -qi; TO ^>T*?T 01 ^ F? ■ 5 ^ "Jimi^ ^ t, 37 ^ 717 ^ 
f#T ^ 3T3%qT % 37mR TO 8-9-78 ^ ^ *7? 137T«7? 

^1P? q'^'TOF^^37Tt'^'^TIgT7:'^'^F^ 17-5-80'^ 
■ft(*71 % F*7T '777TO "q?! \^ci< '3iH't)iO 

H(^ % 1371*7? cil'ftl Refill ^71 ?^F>*71 %, %^37cl c?sil. 

^ "FqfTSTfF tost: T?^ TO ^ ^ *7F % ?^ cTt^ TOUTO 

TO 371*7? 5<^Phf‘+> TOR3T 37T TO71 7T«7T 3TTO ^4=^1 4? 
TOTi^tf^ 1371*7? % ?%5 ^ i TO ■^roe? *7?, 

=h4pi'0'^'4n -slRiM % 1 4>if44) 37t. "q;?!. 

■f, TOeTO?^'q^'^'^;ep7% ^1 ’Rh ■jtott R<*i4 *7TI 

8, %R ^7^1^* ^ ^FTO, 13 :^ 7 ; TO77FR 371*7? 

?if4^ 'nWi^r^ TTTO^ f44)ai«h 77 ^ 7 ^ TP^^^? 13TOT 

^ TO?r7*7 y ‘^TOT^^UTT ^ aTTOTt^^ 

FH f % 371*7? «7^ ^ 37*7H 

9-4-1978 4)l<4'i t7i5Cijji.'5TOi^i*7T'^f|E1T^^ PThI'jI'^ 

^ i^TO77 %. l^sTf^ 1-1-80 

120 37311*7? MHlPuM *FTOT 

*7T #%TO TO7T % I 37317*?? ^ f^T’TOT ^ FT 37q?i7 4f ?!I^ 
^^’7fta7%'^^737fTOTdMR*7fd %TO1^377^ 

1^31^ ^-n^-^ ^fVi qii^ ^*7 371*7? gif4^ 

^ 377^ t #?1 TOm 37f5r?^ ^ TOT? t ?^R7^ 

ac4?<3 ^<;4<i aTTTO '4^*< TO, 3 a(??7 4 4f 1^f)*7I TO71 % I 

ItotITO^ TOl urfH'^ "qq 37*7^7 f4*7l^ TO?^ TOl^Pl^ 
% 37TOPf?l aTToRfror^ 9lf4^ % 4 9-4-78 F?^ pq?^TO 

^TOIT t F57 ^ -groi 4f ?lf4^ ^ 3qfF7f^ ^ f^siTOW ai«7?F 
^qfwRl h?^* 61 TOITOPR % 15TO^ y "^5^% *7F ?4«& ^TOIT 
Tflf|4 «ll'%1-1-80'^'^«fH«6'^ 120?^'^fj?4*71 

Pi4|'J1'=h R'W'^ 37^^ PftMi % I’^TOTOT ?lf4^ 

^ '<iH[^ffl ^ Pl'+il^ ^PH'ffl ^ ?%TO? TO?^ 

Pt«i 41 % 37^?F?F Rh*fJ aijcii % ^q»^.>j7fl(<!6 3T<R<7f^ 

f^*TOq TOT*71^*7 4f 31TOJ71 d^T ^51 Ri4l'Ji=f> TO^ % TO? 

F^TOTOT FlTTOl TOF*? TOFTTOl 61 Rl^ 37*7TO Ri^Rki 

9-4-1978 FH F**7 f^TO?ar^ TO? % fdli^K %TO t 
^ci*1^3H'3i*icri ti43*7TO ®cii<4l ^TOTO njdi't* 8-9-88 

Fit f^l^ ?7TO1 PpfraT’i F TOl ^ 3R^ #71 hP^^) ! 3IH [f^ d 
Ftm % I Ri4!aieh TO? *7F FlFl % aTTOTO^ g'Ad 371*7? 
87?4F!"^ Ff^lS'll’TOf^FT IroFtTOFl TOF F^ % ?^ 37TOTOi?l 

Fit oni^l % TO TO fqdfoh 8-9-88 FFT% 37T*7KTO 
iFTOiF OKrii^l %TOTO Rl^'^ fFTOTTOFl *7T 3?k 

FTO TOTOF ftTOFT '4 oltFit <361141 % TO TO 371*7? 

TO*?TO *71 TTFF.'^TO elt^ I^ITOTO TOFPF ^ TO 1995 "4 fTOTO 
TOTFITO? % TO TO 26-9-95 % 371^ ^ ?^q#F^ TO71, 
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^ ^ % 3T3m^ TITsff 

■arf^ 'Ni 

=l=)4^l(l Rr5kil’4^lV ch4^=IKl 

^ ^ 3T<5n-3T?n ^*iin 

% I "5^ 

f % % 3n«nT ^ 1%^ 

■fwTT^' grmrfwr ’^i4<<i <»4'4 7 k1’ 

■PhPt^ '^3TT '^'Jl*lCl '3'M«fO =k1<<<?I % "3^ 

1^ wi grmf 
T^'■=T^ t %-*1^-cT^ T^' 
fsff^ Jfll'W %> f^^i<llf %> yRl^<n % I i^MPI ^ "STT^ 
rb'<1l^^*<i ■3^TTVn[ ct)*l'’=ll'0 ^>t 

'q<}<4'n ■'T^ ■yRi'j>'<ri 

^qrf^ WT ^ 

■jn^ 'iilMlcT^»^ ■^oRT ^'3 iH<H "5^ qR^o hh f^^i=6l Jj[fe'5’T 

^ ^ ^feR>T3Tlf ^ ^ t i 3-9-789-1 -80 

^ Tnsff ^ "CR sT^nsr! ^ 

ftapT^ ^ ^ f ^ 

Mrvffch i % ;3TmK ^ ^T Trqr^-^ %'^tT 

i5n®ff "^snis^ ^ ■pFfrai^ "W 

% I 'Jl^l 0°D X^. e(i4^l0 '11*^*^ ^ 31^ ^ I 

Pf^'Jl«») % "FT^ "Pp^TT % ■% Tnsff % ■^T’T’T 

^ qTl3:gPT,^f^ 4t 

ynipuw -5^^ 1^ w 

'f*<I'<J 'i^ ^ ♦i^’5^ Vl*i^ ^4'^Ki 'ajjfn 

t -srn ^3n%/37g?jf%Rr ^ ^ ■Rnr % 

3TTORXR1%^■^'??5pj^-^’q^ 

■3R Tra? % ydnR i ^ rtt 

■Rnftr ^ 1^ sTR^RT ■R#f •a^^x PH'Rl'Sj^b'R^'R^TrwTte: 
■^R^ Tjtjf 3TORi^ w il" ■% R^ ^3nf^/ 

RTRRn% % 1^ gfRf^ R^ RII ?T WIRT Pi4^'fl<» 
R^RR'RFRRrT'^'^'^R^T^«Rl^aTgf^%'%RT«Tf «fH«fi 
'ilMKi'*^’’^ ^ g^l H'l«Rh ^«fH,<H'SfR?l g^R RftRfT 
»f^T%S!^ R^ ■RF'ft ^ W t f% 1 -1-80 7RF 

Jn«ff 120f^ R5T 'i<l * 15 ! I 

RRt^W f*?«NRT % afim RX ^ ^ fR^ RX r|r^ t 
%RT«ff SrfiTR»f^RiR) 1-1-80 ^^t^‘«T^ 9lfiTRrR!T^ 
R7RTRfR^RH<37fR®P7#%T^R^ftRIRTI-1-80 %arg^R 

Rft^HR RIRT RR% RH arf^Rn^ % i IMtRlRi R«fr Ir???? 
Rlim t % ^ xm ^ 37RT^ RR5T51R % 4 W % 'tIrX 
3<|R^Rj arr^ M^iRr 9rfiTRr ^ ^ fRRR RtoRf RH 
^j[^tin R^, 4 *11^ ^^rIr ^ ^[RRIRR^ R)t% ^ ^<ci 
3TRT«ff PlRt'SlRi R^ RTRf ^RRJTRTRX SRRT STfRfR^R 

R>t f^RTR?^ 7,5 Rfir^m RTf%^ Rt ^^*IRr Rt 3 ;?^ RTW I 


9. 3m:%RriR^RTR5R^‘^f^T^7RXiR^^Rl^^ 

Rf RR1^ W RRJK RTf^ ^RFTT t % RR^ RR'SRTt 

( ?T^ ci'^ hP^RRI >c^ ) 4lRT^< ^ RTRf 8<PH4-, 

^ 1-1-.80'^tRWR W^TR^Rvnr^f^RRR^^RR^tt 
RRu[ | Hc1 :R1Rf ^pH°H ' f<^Hi^ 1-1-80 ^ ^-5T^ 

T?3lf RTRT RrX% RR 3Tft|Rn^ t 1|R^ 1 "1 “80 % 3TgRR ^ 

rR^ RTRT R?T^ R5T -SlteTR 11 IrrIrR? R^il R^ W?T 
f^RT ^3TTRT % "^XT XtRR RTRT^ RR7?R % 4 RT?' % RtfTT 
^TTRTRRT 3R^ WlftR RR^ ?rfRR7R^ RR^ MpT^iRf R^ 
^RRPT Rf^ I ^ RT? R?t 3^RfR »fTRB R# RR^ R?t ^ 

3Tyi^1^TRt3TR’R^RTRf ^rfRRTR^ ^RRJTRTRT 'RPST arf^fRO^R 

R?t t^RfR77.5 Rf^ RTf^ R?t ^ Rt R^ 1 

-sew ^1 ^Pi4r 3i[^Pi<hh ^ RTR 17( 1) %3Rr4cT 

RXRRXR^ RRJr?TRT«J ^^1 

10 . >RT^37T^f^RTRri3-12-2005 R^tf^^^RTRim"^ 

%. r;^. rt^, ■srtrt^ 

M 1 RT^, 2006 

R5T.31T, 1159,—aftEi)Pl=h f^R!^ 1947 (1947 

R!T14) R?t RRT17 % RTR^R: ^ 3W 

% RRRRR % RR5: WRfRTf RR% RRfR>T^‘% ^, 
«igRR f^rl^ 3f | si)P 'i' R 1rrt^ '4* 

«?f^1R^/arR^R1Rim-II, %RRIZ 24/95 ) 

RftRRnf^RlIRtt, RTt%R6R'RXRJRR^ 28-02-2006 R^ R1RT 

13TT RTI 

LR. RRT-12011/24/94-3Trf. 3m. (^-I) ] 

3r3PT ^RTT, 3TfR^rd 

New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1159.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 24/95) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court II, Chandigarh now as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of State Bank of India and their 
wotkman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 28-2-2006. 

[No. L-12011/24/94-IR (B-I)] 
AJ AY KUMAR, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAl^CUM- 
LABOUR COURT-n SECTOR 18, CHANDIGARH 

Shri Kuldip Singh: Presiding Officer 

CASE NO. l.D. 1029/2005, 24/1995 

Registered On : 30-3-1995,19-9-2005 

Date of Decision : 31-1-2006 

The Regional Secretary, State Bank of India Staff 
Association Rohtak Union C/o State Bank of India, Rohtak 
Main Branch. —Petitioner 

.V/s 

The Assistant General Manager, State Bank of India, Zonal 
Office, Haryana, Sector 8-C, Chandigarh. 

APPEARANCES 

For the Workman ; Mr. Raj Kaushik, Advocate 
For the Management : Mr. S. K. Sharma, Law Officer 

AWARD 

The Government of India vide Notification 
No. L-1201 l/24/94-IR(B-l), dated 28-3-1995 referred the 
following matter for the adjudication of this Tribunal: 

‘'Whether the action of the Management of State 
Bank of India in stopping the four Annual 
Increments of Shri Vmod Saroha, Clerk-aim-Cashier 
w.e.f 1-3-91 is just and legal ? If not, what relief the 
workman concerned is entitled to ?” 

Notice of the reference was given to the parties who 
appeared in the case, through their representatives. The 
workman filed the claim petition on 4th of October 1995, 
to which the Management filed written statement dated 
22nd of November 1995. They filed the affidavit of their 
witness A.K. Micjha and also placed on records photo¬ 
copies of the inquiry proceedings. The workman filed his 
affidavit dated 22nd of March 1999. Before the parties 
produced their evidence, the representative of tl^ workman 
submitted that the Court may hear arguments on the 
'fairness of the inquiry’. It is because of this the case was 
listed for arguments on the fairness of the inquiry, since 
Feburary 2002. 

I have heard the representative of the parties on the 
fairness of the inquiry and have also gone through the 
record. 

The workman in his claim statement has submitted 
that he was appointed as Clerk-cum-Cashier on 18th of 
March 1983 and was transfened to Bahadurgarh Branch 
in 1987, that by their order, the Management placed him 
under suspension pending initiation of disciplinary action 
against him in August 1990, for having physically 


assaulted Sh. K. L. Chopra, Assistant Manager, Cash w ith 
the Management, without taking into considerations the 
medical record where Mr. Chopra had admitted that the 
injury was received by him due to his fault. They violated 
the provisions of bi-partite agreement and awards, 
governing the services of Bank employees and did not 
display the notice of inquiry in the premises where the 
workman was posted. 

It is further alleged by him that the Management 
threatened the workman of terminating his services, if he 
did not submit the reply to the charge-sheet according to 
their wishes. They also did not consider the reply of the 
workman. Even in terms of Para 3, Sub Para III, of the 
agreement dated 31st of October 1979, no inquiry was 
necessary in a case covered by Sub-Clauses A, B, and C, 
but the Management did not follow the provisions of that 
bi-partite settlement. The Inquiry' Officer appointed did 
not ask the Presenting Officer to present his case. The 
Management did not produce any evidence. On the basis 
of which they wanted to prove the charge. Even the injured 
Sh. K. L. Chopra was not produced. The workman was no' 
allowed to examine evidence in his defence nor he w a 
allowed to be represented by defence representative am 
thus the Management deprived of all the facilities to hiii; 
to defend himself The workman was also not provided 
with the copy of the Inquiry Report. The disciplinary 
authority imposed the punishment of stoppage of four 
increments on him against the provisions of Awards and 
settlements. The workman has prayed that the 
Management be directed to withdraw the order of 
punishment, stopping his four annual increments, with 
effect from 1st of March 1991 when first increment had 
become due to him and he may also be given all the benefits. 

Before going into the reply of the Management, it 
would be us^l to recount what the workman admitted in 
his claim petition about the fairness of the inquiry. He 
admitted that he was placed under suspension vide order 
No, R-II/225 dated 27th of August 1990 in connection with 
his giving beating to Sh, K.L. Chopra, who was Assistant 
Manager (Cash) at that time, in the Branch in which the 
workman was posted on 24th of August 1990. He has 
admitted that the charge against him was that he had given 
beating to Sh. K.L. Chopra in the chamber of Branch 
Manager which resulted into profuse bleeding from the 
nose and other body parts of Sh. Chopra. He admitted 
that so as to save his services he admitted the guilt for 
which he was not responsible, as he was threatened of hj^ 
services by the Management. He has further admitted that 
the Inquiry Officer had conducted the inquiry against the 
workman on 11th of Feburary 1991 in the Bahadurgarh 
Branch of the Management Bank where the workman as 
well as Sh. J. C. Bajaj, the representative of the Management 
Bank were present. He has also admitted that the Inquiry 
Officer had read out the charge-sheet to him and on the 
plea of the workman the Inquiry Officer had closed the 
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inquiry on the same day, on the grounds that the workman 
has admitted the charge levelled against him. 

The Management, in reply to the claim petition, in 
addition to taking the pielimmary objection about the filing 
of claim petitionby one Sh. J.B. Garg, as representative of 
the workman has claimed that the facts stated in Para 3, 8, 
9,10,11,18,19,22,24 and25 are wrongandhasdoiiedthe 
same. They have submitted that the workman had admitted 
in writing immediately after the occurrence and before the 
Inquiry Officer his feult. He expressed his regrets and 
assured that he will never repeat such a misbehaviour. 
The Management admitted to have followed the 
provisions of law and provided the copies of charge-sheet, 
the order of appointing the Inquiry Officer etc. and placed 
on records copies thereof along with the reply. They have 
further claimed that a fair inquiry was conducted in the 
matter and since the workman had admitted the charge, 
therefore, there was no reason to continue with the inquiry 
and to take evidence. It is in those circumstances there 
was no necessity to examine Sh. K.M Chopra as a witness 
as no evidence was required after the workman admitted 
his charge.,It is their case that the workman has not alleged 
any prejudice caused to him. The punishment awarded is 
based upon the facts and after taking into account the 
guilt of the workman and the same is not disproportionate. 
The punishment, therefore, awarded is just and fair. The 
workman has no justification to maintain his claim, as such, 
the reference may be rejected. 

From the perusal of the inquiry proceedings, copies 
of which are on record, it is very clear that the inquiry 
initialed against the workman was closed after the workman 
admitted his guilt. The workman has only made a vague 
claim that he was threatened of his service, by the 
Management and it is only because of that he admitted to 
have committed the misconduct which, in fact he had not 
done and it is because of those circumstances tliat he 
gave in writing admission of his guilt. There is nothing on 
record nor even a sworn testimony of any of person 
supporting the claim of the workman. It is admitted case of 
the parties that the occurrence had taken place on 24th of 
August, 1990 and by his statement on the workman, who 
is educated and serving in the Bank admitted before the 
Regional Manager on 14th of January, 1991 that he had 
committed the misconduct alleged a^inst him in the 
charge-sheet, on the day of accordance and even few days 
thereafter, one can understand the imbalance mental set 
up of the person who was involved in such an accident 
and it could be accepted that he was pressurised to make 
such a statement. But how could there be such a pressure 
even five months, thereafter. The workman did not even 
allege to anyone when he was alone in the company of his 
relations and friends that he had been made to admit his 
guilt, which he had not committed. 

There is on record a photocopy of a representation 
made by the workman, after his reinstatement, in March 


1991, where he admitted that under extreme provocation 
he had hit back Sh. K.L. Chopra who had shouted upon 
him and had also plorsicaTy assaulted. He further admitted 
that he had admitted his guilt only to expedite the 
proceedings. He further admitted the guilt out of remorse, 
to have hit an elderly person. He nowhere complained 
that he was pressurised or influenced, or even threatened 
to admit his guilt. Thus, the claim matte by him, in the claim 
petition, is afterthought and without any basis. He 
admitted that he was fully conscious at the time when he 
admitted his guilt. In reply to the charge-sheet he further 
admitted that the defence of provocation was not available 
to him and gave an assurance that he vsill, in future, exhibit 
good conduct and shall maintain decorum, in the office. In 
the prayer clause also he requested for condoning his 
guilt and for taking lenient view' in the matter. 

From the proceedings in the inquiry and the 
pleadings of the parties, nowhere find, any allegation of 
mala fides, victimization or denial of natural justice to the 
workman, in conducting the inquiry. There is no basis for 
him to claim that the formality of calling the witnesses, 
providing opportunity to the workman to cross-examine 
them, taking the e^dence of the workman produced in 
defence and other formalities, were required to be gone 
into even after the admission of his guilt unconditionally. 
The worianan has therefore, failed, to show that the inquir>', 
against him, was not held fairly. I, therefore, find no 
evidence, from the proceedings to hold that the inquiry 
conducted by the Management was not just, fair and legal. 

I have considered the question of punishment, 
awarded to the workman for his guilt which he admitted. It 
is true that the workman conducted himself in a manner 
unbecoming of a Bank employee much more with the 
colleague also who was an elderly person. However, 1 find 
that the workman, later on realised his mistake and stated 
so in writing, in his petition to the Regional Manager, 
Region II, SB I, Hary'ana and UT Zone Chandigarh. There 
was no charge against him that he had behaved in that 
fashion earlier also. It is also not shown even during tlie 
course of arguments that the workman had conducted in 
such a manner, thereafter. The loss of four increments 
continuously is definitely a huge loss to the workman. In 
my opinion the stoppage of four increments for all times 
to come will be too harsh to the workman. He has suffered 
this loss for the last 15 years and I feel this much 
punishment is more than sufficient to him. The punishment 
awarded is, therefore, modified to the extent that the 
financial loss already suffered by the workman shall be 
sufficient punishment to him for the misconduct he did. 
The stoppage of four increments shall cease against him 
from the date of this order. However, a warning may be 
recorded in his ACR that in case he ever behaved in such 
a manner in future the modification of punishment shall 
cease to have effect. However, the punishment awarded 
shall not work against him in his future prospects in 




2614 


^[HE GAZETTE OF INDIA: MARCH 25, 2006 /CHArrRA 4,1928 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


service. The workman is entitled to this relief only. The 
award is passed in these terms. Let a copy of this award be 
sent to the appropriate Government for necessary action 
and the file be sent record after due completion. 

KULDIP SINGH, Presiding Officer 

^ 1 2006 

1160.—1947 (1947 
^ 14 ; 17 % ft, 

% ■afft 3T3ftV 

ft ftrf^ ft 

TJ^-I %ftw '4^08/2000) ^ 
chtdl ■§, ~f?f ^ 27-02-2006 ^ '5TT^ "^^TT «Tr I 

[ft. T^-11012/17/2000-OTl|. 3m. (ftt-I)] 
•Q71,13^, T^, 

New Dei hi. the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1160.— hi pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government liei cb> publislics the award (Ref No 08/2000) 
of tlie Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Mumbai-L now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Kuwait Ainvays and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
.n-t}2-2(K)6. 

[No. L-11012/17/2000-IR(C-I)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, MUMBAI 

PRESENT 

JUSTICE GH.ANSHYAM DASS, Presiding Officer 

Reference No. CGIT-08 of 2000 

Parties : Binployers in relation to the management of 
Kuwait Airways 

And 

Theirworkmen. 

APPEARANCES 

For tlie Management : Ms. Shoblia Gopal, Adv. 

Ms. Rupali Dixit Ad\^ 

For the Workman Mr. M.S. Jan^ulikar, Adv. 

Mr. R.B. Chavan, Adv, 

State Maharashtra 

Mumbai, dated the 06th day of February, 2006. 


AWARD 

1. This is a reference made by the Central 
Government in exercise of its powers under clause (d) of 
sub-section 1 and sub-section 2 A of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (the Act fpr short). Vide 
Government of India, Ministry of Labour, New Delhi, order 
No. L-11012/17/2000 ffi. (C-1) dated 07-02-2000. The terms 
of reference given in the schedule are as follows: 

'‘Whether the action of the Management of Kuwait 
Airways, Miunbai in terminating the services of Shri 
AshokD. Bherwani, w.e.f 01-03-1999 is legal and 
justified ? If not what relief the workman concerned 
is entitled to ?” » 

2. The instant reference has been contested on 
behalf of Mr. Ashok D. Bherwani, an employee of Kuwait 
Airways Corporation (hereinafter referred to as Corporation 
for short) by the Kuwait Airways Corporation Employee’s 
Association, Mumbai, since the employee was a member 
of the Union. The employee joined the service of the 
Corporation on 18-6-1976 as Accounts Clerk. He was 
promoted to Senior Accounts Clerk and drawing a salary 
of Rs. 2,400 p.m. at the time of termination of service. While 
working as such, the employee received a memo dated 
03-12-1998 (Ex-W-5) by the Regional Director of the 
Corporation regarding misuse/loss of passenger tickets. 

The employee submitted his explanation vide letter dated 
10-12-1998 {E.x-W-6) denying the allegations made against 
him and pointing out that the air tickets were not being 
issued by him but issued by Mr. Sam Gandhi to 
Mr. K.A. Chandran, Office boy, who was specifically 
deputed by the Airport to the Head Office in accordance 
with the practice. He also forwarded the copy of the 
inventory along with his explanation denying any 
irregularity’ on his part. The employee received a letter of 
termination dated 15-1-1999 (Ex-W-7) to which the 
employee replied. The employee contacted Mr. Hameed 
Bugari, the then Manager-India of the Corporation and 
explained all the facts and circumstances. Thereafter, on 
15-1-1999 itself the eihployee received a message at his 
residence to report for duty. Hence, the employee reported 
for duty on 18-1 -1999 (Monday). He resumed his duty as 
such Thereafter, the employee received again a letter of 
termination dated 01-03-1999 (Ex-W-8) whereby the 
services were terminated with the close of the day. i.e. 

1-3-1999. This letter accompanied with a cheque of one f 

month wages. Thereafter, the employee submitted his 
explanation and raised the demand through Employee’s 
Association. The Industrial Dispute was raised. The 
proceedings for conciliation started before the concerned 
Conciliation Officer but it failed. On submission of the 
failure report the Central Government referred the dispute 
to this tribunal. 

3. The contention of the Corporation is that the 
instant reference is not maintainable since the employee 
is not a workman under Section 2(s) of the Industrial 
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Disputes Act (hereinafter referred to as the Act). It is 
alternatively contested that the service have been 
terminated for loss of confidence for viiich no charge sheet 
or enquiry was required. 

4. The following issues werefiramed the learned 
predecessor in office: 

(a) Whether Mr. A.D. Bherwani can be held to be 
workman under Section 2(s) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act ? 

(b) Whether the services of Ashok D. Bherwani 
was terminated by the first party company 
illegally and without following the due process 
of law on and from 1st March 1999 ? 

(c) Whether the second party workman is entitted 
for reinstatement with lull back wages and 
continuity of services on and from 1 st March 

1999? 

(d) What relief? 

5. The employee filed his own affidavit in lieu of his 
examination in chief He has been cross examinedat length 
by the learned Advocate for the Corporation. No oral* 
evidence whatsoever has been led by the Corporation in 
this case, 

6. The parties have filed the documents and the 
same have been duly exhibited. From the perusal of the 
record, it appears that the evidence of the workman was 
concluded on 20-11-2G03. The hearing was adjourned to 
19-12-2003. The Advocate for the Corporation sought time 
to file affidavit of the witness on 19-12-2003 and the matter 
was adjourned to 28-1-2004. Again, the time was sought 
for filing of the affidavit and the matter was adjourned to 
03-3 -2004. On 03-3 -2004 the Corporation chose not to file 
any affidavit and thereby closed the evidence. Since then, 
the matter has been adjourned for hearing of the arguments. 
Both the parties have filed written arguments in this case 
and have made oral submissions also before me. 

7. It may be mentioned that at the last stage on 
23-12-2005 the Corporation moved an aj^lication that issue 
of workman may be decided first in view of the fact that 
the Corporation is to be given liberty to lead evidence to 
justify the charges which would depend on the decision 
of the Issue No. 1. This application is opposed to by the 
employee’s Advocate. Both the parties have been heard 
on all the issues as well as the aforesaid application; 

8 . FINDINGS: 

ISSUE No. 1: On this issue the employee has filed 
his detailed affidavit and he has been cross examined by 
the other side. As mentioned earlier, no evidence has been 
led by the Corporation to rebut the evidence of the 
employee on this issue. The employee has detailed out 
the duties performed by him while posted as Senior 


Accounts OfQcer. The learned Counsel for the Corporation 
enumerated the duties performed by the employee in his 
written arguments which are said to be as follows: 

(j) He was tigning cheques issued by the first 
parfy to 3rd parties. 

Had custody of cash. 

(n^ Authority to sign salary cheques. 

(iv) Signing Trial Balance of the First Party. 

(v) Signing Bank Reconciliation Statements. 

(vi) Custody of the Safe Keys. 

(vii) Deposit ofFTT to the Govt. Treasury. 

(vih) Assistance in preparation of the Budget for 
the Mumbai Office. 

(pO Overseeing of the distribution of tickets both 
at the Airport Office and the Sales Counter. 

Initialling the Pay slip showing the deposits 
in the Chairman’s Accotmts deposited by the 
First Party with the Bank. 

Preparation and signing of Asset Inventory. 

(xi^ Ensuring that closing of Accounts were done 
on time. 

(xiiO Control of Suspense Accounts. 

(xiv) Prompt action in respect of the Debit Note. 

(xv) Recommendation of leave. 

(xvi) Nobody was working senior to him in the 
higher grade at Mumbai Station. 

Within the above 16 duties, the duties shown at 
Sr. No. 15 is wrong since the evidence on record is that the 
employee was not meant to recommend the leaves of the 
other employees. He just recommended the leave of one 
en^loyee. 

9. The learned counsel for the Corporation placed 
before me the following rules and submitted that the 
employee is not a workman. 

(1) 1994 Lie page 2417 N. A. Joshi v/s. Century 
Shipping. 

(2) 199 (2) LLN page 165 Union Carbide v/s, 
Samud. 

(3) 1992 I CLR page 184 S.V Palwankar v/s. 
Presiding Officer. 

(4) 1999 i CLR.page 458 German Remedies v/s. 
Michael Lopes. 

(5) 1999^ I CLR page 193 Union Carbide v/s. 
Rame^Kumble. 

(6) 1970 nLLJ page 390 Burmah Shell Oil Storage 
and Distribution Company India Ltd. 


740 61/06—25 
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(7) AIR 1967 S C page 678 management IVl/s. May 
andBakerv/s. Their workmen. 

(8) 2004 (8) see page 387 Mukesh Tripathi v/s. 
Sr. Divisional Manager. 

(9) 2005 II eLR page 66 Management of 
M/s. Sonepat eo-op. Sugar Mills \7s. Ajit 
Singh. 

(10) 1998 (78) FLR page 593 G.M. Filial v/s. A.P. 
LakhanikarP.O. Lab. Gourt. 

(11) 2000 n LRpage 644 D. Kumar Ghangkoktiv/s. 
Travel Gorpn. of India. 

10. The learned counsel for the employee placed 
before me the following rulings: 

(i) 198511LLJ page 401 (S.G. Full Bench) Arkal 
GovindRaj Rao & Geiba Geigy of India Ltd., 
Bombay. 

(ii) 19641 LLJ page 19 (S.G. Full Bench) South 
Indian Bank Ltd., and Ghacko (A. R) 

. (iii) 1999IGLRpagell56(Bom.H.G.)SumtaB. 
Vatsraj vs. Karantaka Bank Ltd. 

(iv) 2003 (2) ..LN page 21 (Madras H.G.) 
Management of Ghristian Medical College 
and P.O., L.C, Vellore and L. Chinappan. 

(v) 1988 1 LLJ page 411 (Bom. H.G., D.B.) 
S.B. Kulkarni and Indian Red Gross Society 
and Ors. 

(vi) 19891LLN page ?68 (P &H H.G.) Hans Raj 
Puri and H "yana State. 

(vii) 1969II LLJ page 670 (S. G., D.B.) Anand Bazar 
Patrika (Pvt.) Ltd. and its workmen. 

(^dii) 2002 III GLRPage 919 (Guj. H.G.) Shankabliai 
Nathlal Prajapati v/s. Maize PfddilCts. 

Ck) 1988 I LLJ page 363 t^.C.D..B.) National 
Engineering Industries Ltd. and Shri Shri 
Kishan Bhageria and Ors. 

(x) 1994II LLN page 339 (fioni. H .G.) Inter Globe 
Air Transport (Pvt.) Ltd. and Smt. Leela 
Deshpaiip, .ihd inother. 

(XS) 200iraGLRpage71(P&HH.G.,D.B.)Sanjeev 
Kumar Gupta v/s P.O.L.G. (II) Faridabad and 
Anr. 

(xli) 1983 II LL page 425 (S.G. Full Bench) D.P, 
Maheshwari and Delhi Administration & Ors. 

(xiii) 19801 LLN page 488 (Bom. K G., D.B.) Waman 
Ganpat Rmt and Cadbury-Fry (liid) Pvt. Ltd. 
and Anr 


(xiv) 1991 n GLRpage 789 (Bom. R G.) RM Nerlekar 
v/s. The GhiefGommercial Supdt., Gcntral Rly. 
Bombay. 

(w) 19671 LLJ page 488 (Cal. H.C„ D.B.) Raghu 
Singli and Burrkur Coal Company Ltd., and 
Ors. 

(x\l) 2002 m GLRpage 1007 (Himachal PradeshKC.) 
Branch Manager, HPFC v/s. Vidhl Singh. 

(xvii) 2005 lU GLRpage 110 (Bomb. H.C., D.B.) Seth 
Jeejeebhoy Dadabhoy Charity Funds & 3 Ors. 
v/s. Farokh Noshir Dadaphanji. 

(xviii) 1960 I LLJ page 504 (S.C., Full Bench) 
Swadesamitran Ltd. and Their workmen. 

(xix) 1990 II CLR page I (S.G. Full Bench) The 
Punjab Land Development & Reclamation 
Corporation Ltd., Chandigarh & Ors. v/s. The 
Presiding Officer, Labour Court & Ors. 

(Ks) 1986nLLJpagel71(S.C.FullBench)Central 
Inland Water Transport Corporation Ltd. v/s. 
Brojo Nath Ganguly 

and submitted that the employee is a workman 
since he was not performing the duties of 
managerial or supervisory nature. 

11. After going through the rulings cited by the 
parties before me, the law is settled on the question of 
workman for which the Industrial Court is required to see 
the nature of duties to be performed by the employee. It is 
clear that the designation of the employee is immaterial 
nor the additional duties assign^ to the employee for a 
certain period makes any difference. The preliminary basic 
duties or dominant nature of duties for which the person 
has been employed are to be judged. The reconciliation of 
figures in the Accounts is a mechanical type of clerical 
work and that does not mean that the employee is not a 
workman, The nature of duties must be such on the basis 
of which it may be clearly inferable that the employee was 
p^orming managerial duties. For ascertaining as to 
whether the employee is working as supervisor there 
should be some other employee’s work which is to be 
supervised by the employee who is sought to be excluded 
by the employer from the definition of the workman. The 
supervision of the accounts does not mean that the 
employee is a supervisor. In the instant case, the nature of 
duties have been clearly spelled out as stated by the 
employee himself of which there is no rebuttal from the 
side of the Corporation. The burden lies upon the 
Corporation to prove that the employee is not a workman. 
Nothing is shown on record to discharge this burden by 
the Corporation. Contrary to it, it is argued that the burden 
lies upon the employee to prove that he is a workman 
which is not correct. Considering the duties performed by 
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the employee and keeping in mind all the rulings cited 
before me, referred to above, I conclude that it is a clear 
case in which there is nothing to show that the en^loyee 
was discharging mainly the duties in the managerial 
capacity or that he was working as supervisor. The salary 
of the employee is immaterial. Thus, I conclude that the 
employee is a workman and answer the issue Nc. 1 
accordingly. 

12. ISSUE NO. 2 : In view of the Issue No. 1, the 
termination of the services of the employee is all( :^ether 
illegal and unjustified for the obvious reason that no 
chargesheet or enquiry has been there against lie 
workman. It is a case in which the Corporation wants to 
dismiss a permanent employee having 23 years of service 
at his credit without issuing any chargesheet and having 
any domestic enquiry. It is submitted before nie that an 
opportunity may be given to the Corporation tc' lead the 
evidence to prove the charges of misconduct for loss of 
confidence in which it is alleged that the v.\}ikman 
committed fabrication and irregularity by issuing hundreds 
of ticket illegally and thereby causing heavy monetary 
loss to the Corporation. It is surprising that letter of 
termination havii^ the aforesaid allegations was issued 
by the Corporation to the employee on 15-1-1999 but it 
was unilaterally withdrawn by the Corporation on receipt 
of the explanation by the employee to Manager-India. 
That being so, the Corporation acte d vhoUy illegally by 
issuinganother letter of termination on 01-3-1999 repeating 
the same verbatim and without adapting the recognized 
procedure of law for issuing a chargesheet and then 
conducting a domestic enquiry. The ground of loss of 
confidence may be there but it cannot be presumed on the 
face of it just on the mere allegations mentioned in the 
earlier letter of termination dt. 15-1-1999 and repeating the 
same in the final letter of termination dt. 01-3-1999. No 
doubt, the Corporation has a right to terminate the services 
for loss of confidence but there must be some reasonable 
basis for it. In the instant case the allegations had been 
leveled against the empldyee in the earlier letter of 
termination dt. 15-1-1999 but they were apparently 
withdrawn since the employee was permitted to resume 
duty on 18-1-1999. It is really surprising that the 
Corporation issimd another letter of final termination just 
after one month and few days on 1st March 1999 and 
thereby terminated the services with the close of the day 
i.e. 01-3-1999. Such type of action cannot be justified by 
the law Courts. 

13, The learned counsel for the Corporation placed 
before me the following four nilings on the point of 
termination simplicitor without enquiry for loss of 
confidence: 

(i) 1977LICpage602,S,K.Kadamvs.Dadajee 
Dhaclgee & Co. 

(ii) 19991CLR page 759 West Coast Paper Mills 
Employees Union Vs. A.B.M. Shaikh. 


(iii) 19721LLJ page 502 Air India Corpn. Vs. V A. 
Rebellow 

(rv) 1971 n LLJ page 620 Workmen Sudder Office 
vs. Management Sudder Office. 

14. I have gone through all these rulings and 
conclude that all of them are wholly inapplicable and 
unhelpful to the Corporation on the said facts and 
circumstances of the present case discussed above. 

15. The reqiwst of the Corporation that it may be 
given an opportunity to lead the evidence before this 
Tribunal to prove the charges is not acceptable. No doubt, 
the law is settled on the point that the qi^stion of fairness 
of the enquiry is to be decided first and if the Industrial 
Court finds that the enquiry is not just and fair, the law 
requires to give an opportunity to the Employer to prove 
the charge of misconduct before it. This is not a function 
of the Industrial Court to issue the charge sheet first and 
then initiate the enquiry by itself and thereby permitting 
the employer to lead the evidence to prove tl« charges. 
Had tl^re been a charge sheet by the Corporation, and 
domestic enquiry thereupon, theposition would have been 
different. It is not a case in which any chargesheet was 
issued and the enquiry was held. It is not the case in 
which the enquiry has been found to be unjust and unfair. 
It is true that a defective enquiry can be said to be “No 
Enquiry” and in that case the Honourable Supreme Court 
make it obligatory rq>on the Industrial Court to give an 
opportunity to the employer to lead evidence to prove the 
charges. In the instant case, the position is altogether 
different. There is no charge sheet at all. There is no 
enquiry at all. The employer wants to terminate the services 
by one stroke of pen without caring for any opportunity 
of hearii^ to the workman which cannot be tolerate d under 
the law. 

16. In view of what has been said above, I conclude 
that the termination of the workman is patently illegal. 

17. ISSUE NO. 3 AND 4: In view of the above, the 
termination of services of the worieman is illegal and 
unjustified and the workman is entitled to be reinstated 
immediately with full back wages. The Corporation would 
be at liberty to issue a charge sheet and initiate a domestic 
enquiry and then imposing any pimishment, if it so desires. 

The Award is made accordii^ly. 

JUSTICE GHANSHYAM DASS, Presiding Officer 

2006 

1947 (1947 

14) tiro 17 frf 

^ 
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New Delhi, the 1 st March, 2006 

S-O- 1161.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 16/2001) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Mumbai-I now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Air India Ltd. and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 27-2-2006. 

(No. L-11012/19/2001-IR(C-D] 
S.S. GUPTA Under Secy. 

ANNEX3TJRE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, 

MUM^ 

Present: 

* Justice Ghanshyam Dass, Presiding Officer 

Reference No. CGIT16 of 2001 

PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to the management of Air India 
Ltd., Mumbai 

AND 

Their workmen. 

APPEARANCES 

For the Management : M/s. Uma, Advocate 
For the workmen : Workman absent 
State : Maharashtra 

Mumbai, dated the 08th day of February, 2006 

AWARD 

1. Tlus is a reference made ly the Central Goveniment 
in exercise of its powers under clause (d) of sub-section 1 
and sub-section 2 A of Section 10 of the,lndustrial Disputes 
.Act. 1947 (the Act for short). Vide Govemrilent of India, 
M imstry of Labour, New Delhi, order No. L-11012/19/2001 
.tR(C-I) dated 10-8-2001, Theterms of reference given in the 
schedule are as follows: 

' WhetStcr the demand of Shri Powan Nadesan from 
die management of Air India for reinstatement into 
service of Air India and consequential benefits is 


just and fair ? If so, to what relief is the workman 
entitled T 

2. The detailed Statement of claiin dated 
19-3,-2002 has been filed by the workman Mr. Powan 
Nadesan. It is alleged that he was employed as a Sweeper 
in June 1989 and he has been illegally removed from service 
w.e,f 16-4-1996. It is submitted that Writ Petition No. 487 of 
1990 was filed before the Honourable High Court of Bombay 
wherein the Honourable High Court passed the Interim 
Order dated 15-3-1991 protecting the services of the 
contract labour and directing the Government to regularize 
their services with a further direction to deposit Rs. 1,000 
per monthper workman w hich would be withdrawn by the 
Union onbehalf of the workmen. Thereafter, the writ petition 
came up for final hearing on 27-3 -1996 and the Honourable 
High Court was pleased to regularize the services of the 
contract labours. This order was challenged before the 
Honourable Supreme Court by way of Special Leave Petition 
No. 14116 of 1996 and the Honourable High Court passed 
the final order on 11-4-1997 directing the Employer to 
regularize the services of the workmen and implement the 
order of the High Court dated 27-3-1996. Thereafter, the 
workman went on duty on 15-4-1996 in GSD Maintenance 
Hanger in normal shift 7.00 hrs to 16.00 hrs. At about 16.30 
hrs. Mr. S.P. Jadhav, Security Guard approached the GSD 
Hanger and enquired the workman about as to which 
Sweeper were on overtime on 144-1996, to which the 
workman replied in negative. The Security Guard also 
enquired about the pilferage of GSD spares in the 
Maintenance Hanger to which the workman replied in 
negative. On the following day 16-4-1996 when the 
workman was on duty, the Security Guard again came and 
enquired about the same things at about 16.30 hrs to which 
he replied in negative. Mr. Jadhav weift on pressurizing to 
disclose the names of the workmen. The Security Guard 
then purposely took him to the Security office situated at 
Madison Bhavan and asked the workman to sit there till 
the Security Guard Senior reports. Thereafter, the Security 
Guard Senior Security Officer also asked him to disclose 
the names who were involved in the theft taking place in 
the GSD hanger, thereafter, the Security personnel 
Mr. Sapta took him behind the Security Office and asked 
him to remove the shirt and to kneel down by raising the 
hands. He was again taken inside the office and shown 
some statement written by the Security personnel in Enghsh 
to which he asked to sign. He was threatened that he would 
be taken to Police Station and forced to sign the statement. 
The Security personnel took him to Sahar Police Station 
and lodged a con^ilaint against him. The Policeman handled 
him in presence of Jadhav and other Officers of the 
employer. The identity card of the workfnan was snatched 
by Jadhav and thus he was illegally terminated from service 
w.e.f 164-1996. Thereafter, the workman received a letter 
dt. 06-9-1996 whereby he was shown to have been charged 
for theft of inner copper cable on 144-1996. He was charged 
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(in) Whether the woiianan was paid wages upto 
16-4-19%? 


for misconduct under Model Standing Orders. The 
domestic enquiry was ordered on 14-12-1996 despite the 
e?q)lanatiQn of the workman dated 20-9-19%. The domestic 
enquiry was ordered on 14-12-1996 despite the explanation 
of the workman dated 20-9-1996. ITie domestic enquiry 
was conducted in utter violation of principle of natural 
justice. The removal witheflfect fixnn 16-4-19% was without 
the sanction of the Honourable High C^ourt. The enquiry 
report was not based on just appreciation of the evidence. 
The reference was made to the evidence of the witnesses 
for challen^g the findings of the Enquiry Officer. The 
workman raised the Industrial Dispute vide letter02-7-1999 
which came up for conciliationbefore the concerned Labour 
Commissioner but the conciliation fiiiled. The management 
took the plea that there was no relationship of Employer 
and EmployeeTMaster and Servant. 

3. The Management of Air India Ltd. (hereinafter 
referred to as the management) filed its written statement 
on 22-4-2002. It has been stated therein that this Tribunal 
has no jurisdiction to entertain the cases of Cornet Labour 
and thus, this Tribunal should reject this reference with 
exemplary cost. It is stated that the workman was found 
guilty of the charges levelled against him since the action 
was taken against the workman for misconduct under the 
provisions of Model Standing Orders for which the 
Honourable High Court has given the liberty while 
disposing the writ petition 487 of 1990. It is also submitted 
that in view of the judgement of the Supren^ Court in the 
matter of Steel At^ority of India, the notification of the 
Central Govt, was not applicate to Air India. The allegations 
made by the woikman have been denied and the enquiry is 
said to have been conducted in a just and fair manner. 

4. The wokman filed his rejoinder to the Statement 
of claim on 06-10-2002 reiterating the facts already stated 
Ityhim. 

5. Theworiananfiledthedocuinentson06-12-2002. 
The workman filed his own affidavit in lieu of his 
examination in chief. He has been cross examined by the 
learned counsel for the management. 

6 . The Management did not lead any evidence either 
oral or documentary. 

7. The Learned predecessor in office framed the 
following issues on 10-12-2002; 

(i) WhethertheworkmanPowanNadesanbecame 
a regular employee of the Air India Ltd. by 

^ virtue of order dated 11-4-1997 as S.L.P. No. 

14116 of 1996 arising out of judgement/order 
dated 27thMarch, 1996 inW.P No. 487/90 ? If 
so, what is the effect of the order of Supreme 
Court? 

(ii) Whether the Air India Ltd., terminated the 
services of the workman with effect from 
164-19%? 


(iv) Wltether the workman was given subsistence 
allowance during the pendency of enquiry ? 

(v) Whether the services of workman were 
terminated pursuant to an enquiry report ? 

(vi) Whether the enquiry was fair and proper and 
in accordance with the principles of natural 
justice ? 

(vii) Whether the findings recorded against the 
workman are perverse or otherwise unjust ? 

(vui) Whether the company substantiates the 
charges before this Tribunal ? 

(ix) What relief, if any, the workman is entitled to ? 
Issue Nos. 1 to 6 shall be treated as preliminai>' 
issues. 

8 . The woikman has not speared before me to make 
aiiy submissions on the merits of the case despite the lact 
that a number of dates were given to him. The written 
arguments dated 19-12-2005 has been filed by the Advocate 
for M.Y Kini and Co. for the management 

9. FINDINGS: 

KSUENO.l: 

The orders passed by the Honourable High Court 
and Honourable Supreme Court in the writ petition no. 487 
of 1990 and Special Leave Petition No. 14116 of 1996 are 
not in dispute. On the basis of these orders, this much is 
clear that the workman is to be deemed to be a regular 
worieman of the Air India Ltd. The consistent plea raised 
by the management in this case before the Conciliation 
Offic^ and also before me while submitting the written 
arguments that there is no relationship of Employer and 
En^loyee/Master and Servant is altogether false and 
without any substance. The Management cannot raise the 
dispute of relationship of Master and Servant, when, 
admittedly the workman in question being one of the 
petitioners in the writ petition had been ordered to be 
regularized. Another aspect of the case is there, which 
further makes the plea of the Management absurd. The 
assertion on the part of the Management is that the 
domestic enquiry for violation of Model Standing Orders 
had been there and he has been removed after holding the 
enquiry. the workman not the workman of Air India 
Ltd. then how the domestic enquiry was initiated against 
him. The domestic enquiry could be only against an 
employee and not against a stranger. No doubt, the 
workman was a Contract Labour but his employment has 
been protected under the law and he is deemed to be an 
employee of the errq)loyer Air India Ltd. It is now not open 
for the management to raise a plea again aiul again that the 
relationship of Employer and Employee/Master and Servant 
is not there and hence this Tribunal has got no jurisdiction 
to entertain the reference. The plea is nothing but a misuse 
of authority. 
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10. ISSUENa2,3,5,6AND7:Theworiananall^ed 
that he was terminated from 16-4-1996. There is no denial 
of this specific assertion from the side of the Management. 
It has been asserted again and again in the written statement 
as well as in the written arguments filed before me that the 
workman has been removed after holding a domestic 
enquir\' in accordance with law. I am really sorry to say 
that the case has been handled with utmost carelessness; 
neither the Management nor the Advocate who contested 
this case has taken due care of the case and tried to 
understand the real controversy and place proper evidence 
to assist the Tribunal to arrive at a just conclusion. As 
mentioned earlier, no evidence whatsoever has been led 
by the management to show that the domestic enquiry was 
there and the enquiry report was submitted on such and 
such date and that the findings of the Enquiry Officer were 
based on the evidence on record and fiirther that any 
punishment order to the tune of dismissal from service was 
passed by the Competent Authority on such and such 
date, nor the same has been aitywhere mentioned either in 
the written statement or in the written arguments filed before 
me, It is true that the workman has alleged that the domestic 
enquiry was there and he participated therein but it is really 
a matter of surprise tliat the Management did not file the 
result of the enquiry and the action taken there upon by 
the management after observing the principle of natural 
justice by affording a proper opportunity of hearing. 

11. Hence, I conclude that the termination of the 
workman is patently illegal. It is pursumit to some enquiry 
report which does not appear to be just and fair for want of 
evidence on record. 

12. ISSUE No. 4 : This issue appears to be 
redundant. No subsistence allowance was ever paid to the 
workman during the pendency of the enquiry. 

13. ISSUE No. 8: No evidence is available on record 
to substantiate the charges against the workman. The 
necessity of this issue would arise only when the 
Management had filed duly authenticated enquiry 
proceeding and result of the enquiry and the same would 
have been held by this Tribunal to be not acceptable. Had 
it been so, the opportunity would have been given to the 
Management to substantiate the charges but to utter 
surpri.se, no evidence whatsoever has been led by the 
Management for the reasons best known to it. This issue, 
is answered in negative at this juncture. 

14. ISSUE No. 9 : In view of what has been held 
above, the demand ofthe workman for reinstatement into 
service with consequential benefit is held to be just and 
fair. Tire workman is entitled to back wages. 

The Award is made accordingly. 

JUSTICE GHANSHYAM DASS, Presiding Officei’ 


fqcril, 1 2006 

cFT.air. 1162.—1947 (1947 

^ 14) ^ rinr 17 % ^% 

«H^-I % 58/99) ^ -a^nfrrer 

^ ^ 27-2-2006 ^ I 

[ri. 1^^-20012/380/98-311^. 3TR 

ir?r.1^. '[JFn, 31BR 

New Delhi, the 1 st March, 2006 

S.O. 1162.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 58/99 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labot 
Court, Dhanbad-I now as shown in the Annexure in th 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
rnanagemeitt of CCL and their workmen, which was recei\"' 
by the Central Government on 27-2-2006. 

[No. L-200l2/380/98-IR(C- 
S.S. GUPTA, Under Se. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CEN1R4L GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference U/S. 10(1) (d) (2 A) 
of LD. Act 

Reference No. 58 of 1999 

PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to the management of Sirka 
Colliery of M/s C.C. Ltd. 

AND 

Their workmen. 

PRESENT 

Shri Saiju Prasad, Presiding Officer 
APPEARANCES 

For the Employers : Shri D.K. Verma, Advocate 
For the Workmen : Shri D. Mukheijee, Advocate 
State ; Jharkhand. Industry: Coal. 

Dated the 15th February, 2006 

AWARD 

1. By Order No. L-20012/380/98-I.R. (C-I) dated 
17-4-99 the Central Government in the Ministry of Labour 
has, in exercise of the powers confened by clause (d) of 
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sub-sec. (1) and sub-sec. 2(A) of Section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, referred the following dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribunal; 

“Whether the action of the management of Sirka 
Colliery M/s. C.C. Ltd., P.O. Argada, Dist. Hazaribagh 
in not regularising Sri N.C. Chatterjee, E.P. Fitter, 
Gr. in to the post of E.P. Fitter, Gr. 1 w.e.f. 1-8-93 and 
not giving difference of wages w.e.f 1-8-92 for the 
duty performing in the higher grade is justified ? If 
not to what relief the concerned workman is entitled 
and from which date T 

2. The case of the sponsoring union is that 
N.C. Chatterjee has been working as permanent E.P. Fitter 
Grade-I since 1-8-92 continuously to the satisfaction of the 
management. He had been working as a team leader of a 
group who are doing the jobs of maintenance, repairs, 
overhauling and reconditioning of heavy earthmoving 
machinery for last 16 years to the satisfaction of the 
management. He has been possessing extra-ordinary skill 
and intelligence in detecting and rectifying the mechanical 
fault of breakdown machineries, specially that of dumpers 
etc. In view of that almost all engineers and siqrervisors 
always depend on him wholly in proper running atui 
maintenmce of heavy earthmoving machinery. Keqring in 
view of the competency of the concerned workman ^ 
local management was in need of a competent E.P. Fitter (Gr. 
I and therefore the local management authorised the 
concerned workman to work as E.P Fitter Grade-1 w.e.f 
1-8-92 and since then he is working as such against 
permanent vacancy to the satisfaction of the management. 
The local management recommended his case for 
regularisation arul wages of E.P Fitter Grade-1 but the 
management of M/s. C. C. Ltd. did not regularise him till 
date. Therefore the sponsoring union raised ail industrial 
dispute with a prayer to regularise the concerned workman 
as E.P. Fitter Grade-I w.e.f 1-8-92 with all arrears of wages 
and consequential benefits. 

3. According to the management, the ccmcemed 
workman was promoted as E.P. Fitter Grade-Ill w.e.f 
24-2-90. The sanctioned post (^.P FitterGrade-Iis 15 aini 
15 persons are working already as E.P. Fitter Grade-1. 
Similarfy, the sanctioned post of E. R Fitter Grade-II is 10 
and 10 persons are ahearfy working as E.P. Fitter Gr. H. The 
seniorityofthe concerned workmen in EP. Fitter Gr. Ill is 
5th and he can only be promoted to Grade-II post of E.P. 
Fitter if 7 posts will be vacant so that he can come within 5 
general arid 2 posts being reserved for SC/ST candidates. 
After he is promoted to Grade-II then only his case canbe 
considered far his promotion to (iade-I. Aoxirding to BCCI 
Cadre Scheme no workman can be promoted by way of 
regularisation violating the cadre scheme framed for such 
workmen. Therefore, the concerned woilanan is not entitled 
to any relief. 

4. Ill view of the pleadings of the parties the main 
question for decision is whether the concerned worionan 


should be regularised as E.P. Fitter Grade-I as claimed by 
himw.e.f 1-8-93. 

5. The concerned workman in his evidence has stated 
that he is woridng as E P Fitter Grade-I w.e.f 1-8-92, as per 
the direction of the management and since then he is 
working as E.P Fitter Grade-I and each year he has put 
attendance for more than 240 days, but he is not getting 
wages as prescribed for the Same grade. He has hmher 
submitted that he made representation before the 
management for his regularisation, but he has not been 
regularised as E.P Fitter Grade-I. He has admitted that he 
had been appointed as E.P. Fitter Grade-Ill on 24-8-92 and 
it is also true that he has not been promoted to E;P. Fitter 
Grade II and from E.P Fitter Grade-II to Grade-I. I’he 
concerned workman has also admitted that at present there 
is no vacancy in EP Fitter Grade-I. 

6 . MW-1 S.Y. Singh, Persoimel Manager of Argada 
Area in G.M. Office, Sirka, has stated that under the Cadre 
Scheme formulated by JBCCl E.P. Fitter Gradc-IIl is the 
lowest in E.P. Fitter Grade and after putting in minimum 
four years of service and subject to availabilify of 
sanctioned vacant post as also suitability of candidate 
and the vigilance clearance Gr. HI E.P. Fitter is promoted to 
Grade-II. Similariy after putting in experience of four years 
in Grade-II subject to the aforesaid condition the workman 
is promoted to E.P Fitter Grade-I. The promotions are being 
granted as per recommendation of D.P.C. There is no 
provision forpkeing workman directly from Grade-1 II to 
Grade-I. He has also stated that the time when the concerned 
workman raised industrial dispute there was no vacancy in 
that grade. This witness in cross-examination has admitted 
that as per Coal Mines Regulations, Manager, Agent and 
Owner of the mines are competent persons to authorise a 
competent person to perform his specific duty. He has 
admitted that the management has issued a letter of 
authorisation dated 1-8-92 by which the concerned 
workman has been authorised to work as E.P. Fitter 
Grade-I. He has also admitted that at that time the Cadre 
Scheme of JBCCl was not in existence, the same has come 
in the year 1993. He has also admitted the representation of 
the concerned workman dated 5-7-77, Ext. W-2 in which 
the Project Officer has recommended for regularisation of 
the concerned workman. The note-sheet of the management 
hasbeen marked Ext. W-2 series. He has also inov ed another 
recommendation of the management for regularisation of 
the concerned workman as E.R Fitter Grade-I. 

7. The workman has produced the appointment of 
the competent person by the Manager of Sirka Colliery as 
E;p. Fitter Gr. I which is dated 1-8-92 (Ext. W-1). The 
concerned workman has also produced the document to 
prove that he hasbeen woridng as E.P. Fitter Gr. I right from 
1-8-92, therefore on completion of one year of putting in 
attendance for 240 days in a calendar year he ought to 
have been regularised as E.P. Fitter Gr. 1. It has been 
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.mbmitted that since tlie Cadre Scheme has been introduced 
aherwards therefore the Cadre Scheme of JBCCI will have 
no application in the case of the concerned workman 
because he was authorised by the competent authority to 
work as E.P, Fitter Gr. I, 

8. In my opinion the Cadre Scheme was not 
introduced at the time the concerned workman was 
authorised to work as E.P. Fitter Gr. I and the management 
iias not produced any document to prove that at that time 
Wiien the concerned workman was authorised to work as 
E.P. Fitter Gr. 1 there was no sanctioned vacancy of E.P. 
Fitter Grade-I, dierefore, the concerned workman ought to 
have been regularised as E.P. Fitter Grade-I w.e.f 1-8-93 
’ c. on the cxpiiy of one year from the date of authorisation 
by the Mjinager of the colliery to work as E.P. Fitter Grade- 
[. Since (he aiil horisation has been done by the competent 
person, therefore there is no reason why the concerned 
workman should iioi get wages of E.P. Fitter Gr. I w.e.f the 
expiry^ of one year from the date of authorisation. 

9. Therefore, I render following award; 

The action, of the management of Sirka colliery of 
M/s. C.D. Ltd., P.O Arguda, Dist. Hazaribagh in not 
regularising N.C. Chatteijev, E P. Fitter Grade-IH to the post 
of E.P Fitter Grade-I w.e.f. i-8-93 and not getting difference 
of wages vv.c f 1-8-92 fci duly perfonned in the higher 
grade IS not justitied and the concerned workman is entitled 
for regularisatioii as E.P Fitter Gr. 1 w.e.f. 1-8-93. The 
ioanagement is directed to implement the award within 30 
d:i>'S from the dale ol publication of the award. 

S ARJU PRASAD. Presiding Officer 
1 2006 

•^FT. 1163.1947 (1947 

(4 _) t-JTO! 7 % m 

itlMT 8/96) ^ 

Wi %, ^ ^ 27-02-2006 ^ siT I 

[ F. 1^-20012/34/95-011^. aiR. (#-!)] 

New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1163.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 8/96) of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court, 
Dhanbad-1 now as shown in the Annexture in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of B. C .C. L, and their workman, which 
w as received by the Central Government on 27-2-2006. 

[No. L-20012/34/95.IR(C-I)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy, 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 1), DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference U/s 10(l)(d)(2A) of 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

REFERENCE NO. 8 OF 1996 

Parties ; Employers in relation to the management of 
Jealgora Colliery of M/s. BCCL. 

AND 

Their Workmen 
PRESENT 

Shri’Saiju Prasad, Presiding Officer 

APPEARANCES 

For the Employers : SriD. K. Verma, Adv. 

For the Workman : Sri B.B. Pandey, Adv. 

State : Jharkhand 

Industry : Coal 

Dated, the 14th February, 2006 
AWARD 

By order No. L-20012/34/95-IR (Coal-I), dated 
29-1-96 the Central Government in the Ministry of Labour 
has, in exercise of the poWiCrs conferred by clause (d) of 
Sub-Section (1) and Sub-section (2 A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Di^tes Act, 1947, referred the following dispute 
for adjudication to this Tribunal: 

‘"Whether the action of the Management in 
dismissing Shri Ram Prakash Prasad, Loading Clerk 
working as Weigh Bridge Clerk at Jealgora Colliery 
is justified. If not to what relief the concerned 
workman is entitled to 7” 

The case of the sponsoring union is that concerned 
workman Ram Prakash Prasad was a permanent workman 
of Lodna Coke Plant under Lodna Area of M/s. B.C.C.L. 
He was sent on deputation as Weigh Bridge Clerk w.e.f. 
16-6-1986 and continued till 21 -8-93, when he was served 
with a charge sheet dated 21-8-93 and was put imder 
suspension by the Projea Officer, Jealgora Colliery who 
was not a competent authority to issue Charge Sheet. The 
management held a show of departmental enquiry' flouting 
all norms of natural justice. The enquiry officer submitted 
enquiry report which was not based on evidence and the 
entire report was imaginary, motivated and illegal. The 
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concerned workman was digmisa ed ficffli service by letter 
issued by and under the signature of Project Officer, 
Jealgcna Colliery dated 22-7-^4 which is illegai as Project 
C^cer was not competent as^orrty to issue such letter 
of dismissal. 

The sponsoring union has prayed for the 
reinstatement of the concerned worianan with all the back 
wages and other consequential benefits. 

The management has submitted that the concymed 
workman was loading clerk of Jealgora CoUieiy and was 
working as weigh bridge clerk under the management of 
Jealgora Colliery. TherefoVe he was under control of 
management, direction and supervision of the Manager 
and Agent of the colliery. The Project Officer Jealgora 
Colliery was the Agent under the provisions Oi Mines 
Act, 1952. Therefore, he was competent to issue Charge 
Sheet and to take disciplinary action and to dismiss the 
concerned workman after obtaining due approval the 

G/M. Bhowra Area. 

The concerned workman in connivance with other 
clerk working as weigh bridge adjusted the machine in 
such a way to allow the trucks to cany on extra metric ton 
of coal. Thus, the concerned workman and the other clerks 
with the common intention of making gain to themselves 
and causing loss to the company to the extent of 1 metric 
tons of coal on every truck which passed through the said 
weighbridge. Have committed gross misconduct. 

The Vigilance department of the company made a 
surprise check of the machine of the weigh bridge on 16th 
Aug. 93 at 2 P.M. and detected that when no load was put 
to the weighbridge the machine was showing 1 metric ton 
instead of indicating Zero. 

Therefore, on each track weighed on the machine 
indicated 1 ton less coal. On 16-8-93 as many as 73 trucks 
had passed through the weigh bridge and that the 
management had suffered a loss of price of such excess 
tons of coal by that time and the concerned workman and 
his colleague gained huge amount in connivance with the 
truck drivers. After holding departmental enquiry he was 
dismissed from service with the approval of General 
Manager of the Colliery, Bhowra Arfea by letter dated. 
22-7-94. 

Since the concerned workman has committed gross- 
misconduct causing loss to the management and gain to 
himself. Therefore, he was rightly dismissed by the 
management which is perfectly legal and justified. 

According to the management the concerned 
workman is hot entitled to any relief 

The issue of fairness of the domestic enquiry was 
taken up as preliminary issue. The management has 
brought on record the entire proceeding of the domestic 
enquiry including the report of the enquiry officer and 


note sheet by which the dismissal of the concerned 
workman was approved by the General Manager. 

After going through the entire proceedings the 
Advocate for the concent workman has fairly conceded 
that the domestic enquiry was conducted fairly and 
property accordingty by or<ter dated 18-10-2000, the same 
has been held fair and proper. 

Since the domestic enquiry has been held fair and 
proper. The matter was heard on merit. The point for 
consideration is whether the charge of misconduct is 
proved against the concerned workman and if so whether 
the punishment awarded to the concerned workman is 
proper. 

From the proceedings of the domestic enquiry it 
spears that the concerned workman has taken a plea that 
on 16-8-93 at 2 p.m. when the weigh bridge was inspected 
he was not in duty and during his duty period no such 
check was conducted. However, the concerned workman 
in his evidence, before the enquiry officer has admitted 
that on 9-8-93 he was on duty and on that day Card No. 
146109,14590,14591,14611,14585 to 14589 and some other 
cards were punched in his shift by the weigh machine in 
which weighment of the empty truck was increased to 1 
ton by making overwriting as because the weigh machine 
was showing 1 ton less as the indicator was on the minus 
side instead of point ‘O’. But when those trucks were 
again weighed with loaded coal then there was no 
correction made in the weighment by adding 1 ton more in 
the punched cards. Thus, it is apparent that during the 
duty period of this workman also weigh bridge machine 
Was faulty; and it was showing 1 ton less than the actual 
weight and in case of empty truck weight was corrected 
by overwriting in the punch card but when the same truck 
was weighed with loaded coal the wieght was not 
corrected and thus the concerned workman allowed to 
pass 1 metric ton of coal in each of such trucks. Thus, he 
knowingty caused loss of 1 metric ton of coal in each truck 
which came for weighment in weigh bridge. Thus, he had 
caused loss to the company knowingly when he was on 
duty on 9-8-93. A§ a faithful workman he should have 
reported the defects ofthe weighbridge to higher authority 
or he ought to have corrected the correct weight of coal in 
punch card. 

Fromthe evidence of Ashok Kumar Basak it appears 
that there was hole on the left side of the machine and due 
to that there was error in weighment. The hole was plugged 
up. Then the machine started showing correct weight. 
Thus, flrom the material on record it spears the concerned 
workman has caused loss of 1 ton of coal in each truck 
knowingly which came for weighment on that weigh bridge 
during his duty period. 

Therefore, he has been rightly held guilty for the 
misconduct committed by him under the provisions of 
standing order of the company. 


74001/06-26 
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Since the misconduct committed by the concerned 
workman which amount to dishonesty, theft and wilful 
loss to the company is very serious. Therefore, he has 
been rightly dismissed firom the service. The concerned 
workman has taken a plea that Project OflScer, Jealgora 
Colliery has no authority to issue Charge Sheet and dismiss 
the concerned workman The Project Officer of Jealgora 
Colliery is the Agent under Coal Mines Act 1952 and he is 
the disciplinary authority under the Certified Standing 
Order of the company. From the note sheet it appears that 
dismissal of the concerned workman has been approved 
by the General Manager of the Bhowra Area under which 
Jealgora Colliery and the weigh bridge lies. 

Therefore, there is no merit in tlie contention that 
the charge sheet and dismissal order was not issued by 
the competent authority. 

Therefore, for the reasons mentioned above the 
dismissal of the concerned workman is not at all unjustified. 

In the result I render following 

AWARD 

That the action of the management in dismissing 
Sri Ram Prasad bading clerk working as weighbridge clerk 
is justified and he is not entitle to any relief 

S. PRASAD, Presiding Officer 

M 1 2006 

3ir. 1164—1947 (1947 

3?i?iiPich 
187/99) ^ 

^ ^ 27-02-2006 ^ ^ I 

[u 1^-20012/188/99-anf. m, (^-i)] 

New Delhi, the 1st March, 2006 

S.O. 1164.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 187/99) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
C'ourt, Dhanbad-1 now as shown in the Annexure in 
^ i ndustrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to ibe management of C. C. L. andtheir workman, whbh 
ivas received by the Central Government on 27-2-2006. 

[No. L-20012/188/99-IR (C-I)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 


ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT (NO. 1), 
DHANBAD 

In the matter a referoice U/s. 10(l)(d)(2A) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

REFERENCE NO. 187 OF 1999 

Parties : Employers in relation to the management of 
Sitka Colliery of M/s. CCL. 

AND 

Their Woikmen 
PRESENT 

Shri Saqu Prasad, Presiding Officer 
APPEARANCES 

For the Ert^loyers; Sri D. K. \fenna, Adv. 

For the Workman : Sri R.N. Ganguly, Adv. 

State : Jh a rkhand 

Industry ; Coal 

Dated, the 16th February, 2006 
AWARD 

By order No. L-20012/188/99-IR (C.I.), dated 
19-11-99 the Central Government intheMinistiy of Labour 
has, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
Sub-section (1) and Sub-section (2 A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Di^nites Act, 1947, referred the following dispute 
for adjudication to this Tribunal: 

7-8-97 ^ 

^ Tit WTT %’91511 ? ” 

2. Theconcerhedworkmanhasfiledan^Hcatbn 
duly signed by him making a prayer that he has no intention 
to contest the case hence, a no dispute award may be 
passed. Since, the concerned workman is not interested 
to contest the case and that tl^re is no industrial dispute 
existing now. 

Therefore, 1 submit a no dispute award. 


1 


5 




SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer 
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[R. ^-20012/304/97-«n^. 3TR (’^-I)] 
1^.1^. ^Kil, 3PR Mpqq 

New Delhi, the 1 st March, 2006 

S.O. 1165.—In pursuajice of Section 17 of tht 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 28/98) 
o£ the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Dhanbad-I now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of B. C .C. L. and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 27-2-2006. 

[No. L-20012/304/97-IR (GI)1 
S.S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT (NO.I), 
DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference U/s. lO(l)(d)(2A) of 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Reference No. 28 of 1998 

Parties : Employers in relation to the management of 
Bararee Colliery of M/s. BCCL. 

And 

Their Workmen 
PRESENT 

SHRISARJU P^SAD, Presiding Officer 

APPEARANCES 

For the Employers : SriD. K. \fenna, Adv. 

For the Workmen : None 
State : Jharkhand 


Dated, the 14th February, 2006 

AWARD 

ByorderNo. L-20012/304/97-IR(GI), dated 28-5-98 
the Central Government in the Ministry of Labour has, in 
exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of Sub¬ 
section (1) and Sub-section (2 A) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, refexredthe following dispute 
fi)r adjudication to this Tribunal: 

“Whether the action of the Man^ement of M/s. 

BCCL in denial to regularise Shri Puran Ram and 

Shri Rqendra Prasad as Electric Helper and Prop. 

Mazdoor respectively is justified ? if not, to what 

relief are these workmen entitled ?” 

2. Neither the sponsoring union nor the concerned 
workman has filed Written Statement inspite of Notice and 
adjournment of Reference case from the year 1998 in such 
circumstances it appears that the concerned workman and 
the sponsoring union have got no interest in prosecuting 
the Reference case. 

In the result I render no dispute award. 

SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer 
M 2 RT^, 2006 

■giT.31T. 1166. —1947 (1947 
^14) 

yi<+; 
(ri^riw 17/200S) 

^ R^C^vR 01-02-2006 

^3TT«ni 

[ri. n:^-120l 2/198/2005-311^. 3iR. (4^-1)] 
31^ ^?RR, atirofi 

New Delhi, the 2nd March, 2006 

S.O. 1166.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 17 of 
2005) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Emakulam now as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of The Federal Bank Ltd. and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
onO 1-03-2006. 


Industry 


: Coal 


[No. Lr 12012/198/2005-IR (B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAI. 
TRIBUNAIXTJM-LABOIJR COURT, 
ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT 

SHRI P. L, NORBERT, B. A., LL.B., Presiding Officer 

(Fridavthe 22nd davofFebman; 2006/3rdPhalguna 
1927) 

I.D. 17 of 2005 

Workmen : ShriK K. Sunny 

Representedthe General Secretary; 
Federal Bank Eniplo\"ees’ Union 
Central Office, Aluva-683 101 

By Advocate Shri C. Anil Kumar 

Management ; The Chairman 

The Federal Bank Limited 
Head Office, Federal Towers 
P.B.No. 103, Aluva-683 101. 

By Advocate Shri P. Sankaranarayanan 

AWARD 

This is a reference made by Central Government 
under Section 10 (l)(d) and (2 A) of Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 to this court for adjudication. Notices were 
serv^ed on both sides and counsels filed Vakalat. But the 
claimant failed to file claim statement and remained absent 


continuously. On the last posting dale. i.e. today both 
sides are absent. This Tribunal has no other alternati^ e 
but to proceed under Rule 10-B(9) of the Industrial 
Disputes Central Rules, 1957. 

2. The dispute referred is as follows ;— 

'‘Whether the action of the Federal Bank Ltd. to 
impose punishment of compulsory retirement with 
superannuation benefits to Shri K.K, Sunny. 
Bankman (Sub-Staff cadre) is justified ? If not. what 
relief the workman is entitled to ?” 

3. The claimant is compulsorily retired with 
superannuation benefits. There are no records to show 
the reason or the incorrectness of the decision of the 
management to retire the claimant compulsorily. Since the 
aggrieved party does not appear to be interested in 
prosecuting the cause and in the absence of any evidence 
to challenge the action of the management, the reference 
has to be answered in favom of the management that the 
action of the Federal Bank in imposing punishment o'- 
compulsory retirement with superannuation benefits ( - 
the claimant Shri K.K. Sunny (Sub-Staff) is justified. 37 ;: 
workman is not entitled to any relief No costs. 

Dictated to the Personal Assistant, transcribed and 
typed by her, corrected and passed by me on this the 22nd 
day ofFebruar>; 2006. 

P. L. NORBERT, Presiding Officer 

Appendix; NIL 
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